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THE cxirsLva^-ant pretensions of the Brxlish com- 
missioners at Ghent — their assertion of a right to inter- 
fere with the territorial dominion establisiied at the 
peace of 1783 — their attempt to assert that the Indians' 
residing on our soil were entitled to form alliances, 
. and be treated as a civilized people, under the laws of 
t:ivil society to which the Indian tribes are 6trangei&— > 
the attempt to cut off a section of our territory, under 
the pretext of a road between Canada and Nova Sco- 
tia, for which there would be no need in peace, and 
-which would afford them an inroad upon us during war 
— their occupancy of part of Massachus^ts unmolest- 
ed by the State authority — their known designs on Or- 
leans : all these and other facts known to tlie govern- 
ment of the United StateS)left little prospect of a peace 
in the early part of the present year ; it is believed 
that the government was apprized in the course of the 
last year, that peace could have been accomplished in 
August 1814, were it not for the encoi-ragement which 
the British government received from three of the 
Eastern states to persevere in the \iar. — In these views, 
the Executive had determined to make a full and final 
appeal to the American people, and by presenting at 
one view to the country the causes and the progress of 
the war, shew the necessity of such migh^r and effi- 
cient preparations for the campaign of this year, as 
would assure its successful and triumphant termination 
by the certain expulsion of the enemy fi»om all his pos- 
sessions on this continent. The measure proposed by 
the Secretary of War for raising 100,000 men, was 
pait of this plan of vigorous measures ; and a declar- 
ation ©r exposition was prepared to go to the public. 
This able paper was ready for publication, when the - 
advices of a peace being concluded were received. A 
copy of it has accidejitally fallen into the hands of the 
editor of the Aurora, and we think we can do no better 
service than give it to the public, as the best means of 
repelling tlie ribaldry issued by those whose chagrin 
is excited to the greatest extravagance by the success- 
ful and glorious termination of the war. 



AN EXPOSITION. 



WHATEVER maybe the tertBinatiwi of the 
negociatians at Ghent, the dispatches of 
the Anierican commissioners, which have heeii 
communicafed by the President of the United 
States to the Congress^ during the present sessiion, 
liill distinctly dniohU to the impartial of all na- 
tions^ the objects and dispositions ef the parties 
to the present war. 

The United Statefr» relieved by the general pa- 
eifieation of the treaty of Paris, from the danger 
^f actual sufTeranccjt under the evils which had 
compelled I hem to resort to arms, have avowed 
their readiness to resume the relations of pcaiK? 
and amity with Great-Britain» upon the simple 
and single condition of preserving their territory 
and their sovereignty entire and unimpaired. 
I^hcir desire of peacerindeed " upon terms of re- 
ciprocity, consistent with the rights of both pai*- 
ties, as sovei^eign and independent nations,'^* has 
not, at any time, been jinflueneed hy the provoca- 
tions of an unprecedented eour&e of hostlIi(ies; 
by the incitements of a successful campaign ; cr 
by the agitations which have seemed again to 
thrcaren the tranquilHfy of Europe. 
^ But the British governraont, after a ^* discus- 
sion with the government of Amema^ for the 
conciliatory adjustment %t the differences sub.- 
sisting between the two states, with an earnest 
desire, on their part, (as it was alleged) to britig 

•See Mr. Monroe's letter to lord CasUereagb, dated 
January 1814. 
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them to a favorable issue, upoa principles of « 
perfect reoiproeity, not ineonsistent ¥^ith estab- 
lished maxims of public la>v» and with the mari- 
time rights of the British ffupireff'^ ai^d after 
<< expressly disclaiming anyjntention to^qulre 
an increase of territory,'*t have peremptorily de- 
manded, as the price of peace, concessions calcu- 
lated merely for their own aggrandizement, _and 
£^r the humiliation of their adversary. At bho^ 
time, they proposed, as their sine qua non^ a stip- 
ulation^ that the Indians, inhabiting the country 
of the United States, withiii the Bmits establish- 
ed by the treaty of 1785, should be included as 
the allies of Great Britain (a party to th&t trea- 
ty) in the projected pacification ; and that definite 
boundaries should be settled for the Indian terri- 
tory, upoa a basis, which would have operated to 
siirrender, to a number ef Indians, not, probably, 
' exceeding a few thousands, the rights^ of sove- 
' reignty> as well as of soil, over nearly one third 
of the territorialdominioHS of the United States, 
inhabited by more than one hundred thousand of 
its citizens.:}: And, more recently (withdrawing, 
in effect, that proposition) they have offered to 
treat on the basis of the nti po^sidMs^ when, % 

,*Seelord Castlereagh*s letter to;.Wr*.Moiftroc,jclatfid 
the 4th of November 1813. 
\^ee tUe American dispatch, dated tlie ^2th; Apgwst, 

^See the American dispatches, dated the 12th and 19th 
August, 1814 ; the note of the British commissioners, 
dated thft 19th of August, J 814 ; the note of .the Ameri* 
can coramissioners, dated the 21st day of August, 31^14; 
the»ote of Hie British commissioBcrs, dated the. 4th pf 
September, 1814 ; the note o^thc American commission- 
ers of the 9th of September, 1«14 ; the note of the Brit- 
ish commissioiiers, dated the 19th of Sept. 1814; the 
note of the Artier ican commissioners, datfsd the 26th of 
Sept. 1«14 ; the note of the British commissioners, dat- 
ed the «th of Oct, 1814; and the note of the American 
coflimissioaers, of the 18th of October, 1814, 
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the opcfBtions of tho war, tliey hadobtaiacJ the 
military possession of an Important part of tlio 
state of Massachusertsy which, it was known, 
oould never be the subject of a cession^ consist- 
ontij with (he honor and faith of the Atncricaii 
government.^ Thus it is obvious* that Great 
Britain, neither regarding <Mhe principles of a 
perfect reciprocity,'* nor tho rule of her own 
practise and professions, has indulged pretensions, 
which could only be heard, in order to be rejec- 
ted, 'fbe alternative, rtther vindictively to pro- 
tract the war, or honorably to end it, has been 
fiiirJy given to her option ; but she wants the 
magnanimity to decide, while her apprehensions 
are awakened, for the result of tho congress at 
Tienna, and her hopes are flattered^ by Iho 
schemes of conquest in America.. 

ITiero are periods In the transactions of every 
country, as well as in the life of every individual, 
when self-examination becomes a duty of (ho 
highest moral obligation ; when the government 
of a free people, driven from tho path of peace, 
and baffled in every effort to regain it, may resort, 
for consolation, to the conscious rectitude of 5ts 
measures, and when an appeal to mankind foun- 
ded upon truth and justice, cannot fail to engage 
those sympathies, by which even nations aro led 
to participate in the fame and fortunes of each 
other.^-Tlie United States, under these impres- 
sions^ are neither insensible to the advantages, 
nor to the duties of their peculiar situation. 
They have bat recently, as it were, c^tabHshed 
their independeneo ; and tho volume of their na- 
tional history lies open, at a glance, to every eye. 

*See the ftote of the British comtnissioners, dated the 
21st oi October, 1814 ; the note ef the American com- 
TOissioners, dated the 24th of Ok:t©ber, 1614 ; and the 
note of the British commisuoners, dated the SUt of Oc- 
tober, 1« 14, 
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Thep.ojicy pf their |$t)verDmeiit9.(beref(M*e9 yihni- 
pver it has been,in their foreign as>vp)l itsjp tiiejr 
doinestib relations, it is impossible .to conceal j 
and it must be difScult to ini^t^ke. If.the asaer- 
^tion^ that it has been made a polijcy tiO p^^er,v^ 
peace and amity )vi ih all the nations of the.>^oir|d» 
be doubted^ tjie proofs are at band. Jf ^be a99er- 
tionvtbat it lias hfeii a poliej^ (p.^iaintajp tl\o 
T^igUts of the United States, but, at the ss^nio 
tiwe, to respect the rights of Qvtvy oth^r .qatio^t 
be doubtejdf the proofs vill be fopnd on recoil, 
even in the arehives of Fnglani! Jind pf ^rsuace. 
And if, in fine, the asscrtiuT}, that it .^as b^eq 
roade a poIicT b^^ all honorHMe nto^ni^v^cuhi^^^o 
Svith Great-Bntajn^ those septimeiits of mutuat 
^oodwi|]/.>yliich naturally .bcJon^ to pation^s con* 
neeted by the ties of a con^mon anoeatry, an iden- 
tity of language, and a siniilfirity of n^^npers, be 
doubted, the proofs vfill b^ found in that patj^pt 
forbei^ranee, under the pressure p^ aqcuf^ulfiljng 
Wrongs, >vhieli marks.tbe period -ofalip^st thirty 
years, that elapsed between ttie pef^ce of jl753^ 
and the rupture of 1^1^. 

The United States had juat reot^viared, pnd^r 
the auspiceaof ttieirpreseiit ^^o^stitutign, from 
tHhe debility >yhich their reT(>lMtionary fstJTiiggle 
)iad produeecl, vfhw the convfilsive move^pieiit^ o>f 
Ip'ranee excited throughout the ^ii^ilissed ^orld the 
Hiingl^d ae.n3a.ti0.ns of hope and fear— -of admira- 
tion and alarm.. The interest :i?hieb thosp n\ove- 
iQcnts, M^puld in themselres, haTe excited;, was In- 
calculably inore^aed, howeTcr, as sopn ^s Great 
Britain became a party to the first pieiporable 
coalition against Fr^pce^ find assumed the ehar- 
actcr of a belligerent power, for it was obvioua, 
that the differenee ef the scene would no longer 
exempt the United States firpm the influence, and 
the evils of the European oonftict. On the one 
hand^ their government was eonnectje^d lyiib 
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jand 1]^ .aerviees,\irhieh t^at luittoB had fendevesl 
ito, tbe.eau^e.Qf Ai^iorioan iDdepeiideQcef.bad cn^s^ 
^uch iiupc^ai^ons upon tihe^ iNiblic .Blind, as . no m^ 
%up^^ state^Qic^n 4^ii)d i rigidly <$omlemfi, iSiBd tbe 
Hip^t rigoFAUB st&tieQri;eii<W9uld;bAve*aoii^t in vain 
ito efface. On the Miwv band. Great Brilain 
leaving thCjtrientyvQf .iff'ika uiwxeetited, forerbl; 
rel^DjP^.tbe AQi^r]09np#st3 »ppaz(he fiorthera 
frontier ; and, slighting every overture to ^ce 
f^e diplpiii^t].e and ooHtmeL^oial iretelionsof the 
jtijro 4^pypiirjes, upon « fair ;aBd friendly founda- 
tt<9p# ;S«^medttoe<Hiteiiiplate the juoeeas of <th« 
i^^pl^n ne.^plutiii^yio a spirit of unextingutsh^ 
fil4.e i^nipoflaty. , tiler voiee bad indeed beenbeavd 
fmfn ^Qnebej^^gndMontn^lf instigating tfae sava- 
ges iQYfBfV.^ M^T invisible arm was feit, in thu 
^e&at.of Qoo^r^I I{ai;m!er4L and General St. €k^ir4 
^Qd ,€iv«n the yiotory of }6ene4*al W^neff .was 
^ebie.Vied in tbe pri^sence of a fort whidb she bad 
cv^i^ffkv mihinthb territarial boundaries of 
^p jlJnited $Aat^s» (a stimulate and i^nntenanee 
t\}0 bi^rbari jies of 4ihe Indian warrior*^ Yet the 
An^rioiR^ goyeenn^e^ty neidier yielding to popu- 
l[ar feeling, nor H<^tiPg upon the impulse d? national 
re^et^tm^nt, bastieqed to adopt ibe pcdiey of a 
s^triet aii4 stj^dy n^ntr^ity ; and solemnly an* 
Qe^njGied th^ policy to the idtissens at borne, and 
to the nsiiEtion? abroad, by the proelaination of the 
^^d of April, 179a.«-WhaiUiver may bavo been the^^ 

*Sete Mr. Adanii^' correspond^ce.^ * 
+See the Sp^ech,es of Lprd Dorckesl^. ., 
iOn the Mratera 9! the IMLi^roi of the, Mil^e, ©n the 
21st Oct. 1790. .r .,' 

§At Fort Recovery, on the 4th November 1791. .. 
llOnthe Miami of the Lak^jlp August,' 17^4. , : 
KSec the correspondence between Mr. Randolph,^ 
the American secretary of St^te, and Mr. Hammond, 
tlie ftriti* pleBq)oten€ary^ duted May -and Jufie, J7^4.' 



trials of its pride, and of i<s fortitude ; whatever 
may liitve been the imputations upon its fidelity, 
and its honor, it will be demonstrated in the se- 
quely that the Ameriean government, throughout 
the European contest, and amidst all the changes 
of the objects, and the parties that have been in- 
volved in that eontcst, have inflexibly adhered to 
tlie principles whieh were thus authoritively es- 
tablhhedi to regulate the conduct of the United 
States. 

It was reasonable to expeet that a proclama- 
tion of neutrality, issued under the circumstances 
which have been described, would commantl the 
eoniidenee and respect of Grefit Britain, however 
offensive ic might prove to FiTanecas contraven- 
ing essentially, the expositioni whftj^ she was anx- 
ious to bestow on the treaties *of commerce and 
alliance. But experience has ihown, that the 
confidence and respect of Great Britain are not to 
be acquired, by such nets of impartiality and in- 
dependence. Under every administration of the 
American government, ihe experiment has been 
made, ami the experiment has been equally un- 
successful : for it was not more effectually ascer- 
tained in the year 181^, than at antecedent periods, 
that an exemption from the maritime usurpation, 
and the commercial monopoly, of Great Britain, 
eduld only be , obtained upon the condition of be- 
coming an associate, in her enmities and her 
wars. While the proclamation of neutrality waff 
still in the view^of the British minister, an order 
of the 8th of June, 1793, issued from the eabiner, 
bytvirtue of which, «* all vessels loaded wholly, op 
in part, with corn, flour, or meal, bound to any 
port in France, or any port occupied by the arm- 
ies of France," were required to be carried, forc- 
ibly into England ; and the cargoes were either 
i\> be sold there, or security was to be given, that 
they should be sold in the ports of a country onfy ia 



, la^mii}! with , his, Brijtaimio .w^p»jty.* 'The* mcival 

' icWracjLer of ai^ nvo^M^^Bd^de^gii, tQ inftiot Aimine 

. ^pon tbQ vboleof the Frefidh,peopb»M^A9f At Hhat 

V tiiHQ proper! j^.esdii^ated Ihroi^ghoiUttfaa^trVilii^ 

[ ^forld I , apd 30, ^^r jng-^ow . jnlV^Uon; of neniyf al 

', ,rJ.ght9^as:theJSriti8ii^oi!d^p.^aft ii^alputet^d to,pi?o- 

d^uce^.did noteis^pe cDiO'flieyeritle&ofi^iptoinaUo 

,ai|i|iiadver$ion. ^^DdreDM>i»trfilioe^--i-But tbis-f^* 

, gi^^ssion..waa,^ooafoU;o.wed by another of i^ in4^ro^ 

' Jboatiie cjast. . Jn iheoWAC o£ i^^f^jBreal;?; Bt^tii^ia 

; .hiad epdeayored ta (9{|i^!)l|9b.(he<i?ale,.tbat neuti^al 

.|i^tjioQs. were not entitled to.^njoy the be«eiU«.iof 

., mtr^jlQ iwith ih^* .eolwie^j)f.< a^bell^eFeat po^r^. 

^.£p4)m ;Wbichr/4n (he ^sesisoq^fpoace, >tlitey.W€>re 

.^f^wkided by the par^t. state.^-rrThe rule ^stands 

^..vitliojit; positive, support friifn ; wy.goneral- ftu- 

. ith^i,ty on^ public Jaw. If it^Iie t^raeytbat «oaie 

itr^^ties, contain sMpujatioasi^ by whi^h tliepart^ 

, c^pr^sly exelude .^^tih other from the commerce 

>.of jl;heir r^specti«e .colonies : $Midif it betray ftbut. 

rit^e ortUnap^es of a |torti^.itlai^ state often provide 

. Jfor the «;!rqltisi ve pnjpy m^nt <>f its- i^olonial cona- 

.^jmvte ; MJll.Gr^tBritain wonotbe.aiitbjopiiaed 

.'tcrd^Mce:tbe «Mle of tbevwar of 4756, by impU- 

, eatiooi frj^in ^jueh r tnf^iies . ai)dsp0h ordiaaiK^s, 

. .ivbile i t i» npt rtrije, that the rji»l© foiimst a part of 

hAb^Jaw pf .pat ions;. noF: th^t^t.basjboen 'adopted 

Jby.aoyfltber; e»is0roipeiit ^ »or ibat-eveniGi^cfit 

. 3jPi(ain he^sQlfba^viiTHfiirmly ; practised upon Jbe 

ij;uje ; sioee its.appJiiQ^t]on'.wa9tunhnowniVooi the 

, xyar of 1^-56, nntii.ihe-FreiMEih war of 179^9 lin- 

, cjudin^ttho entire^ pewd of the American Hwar.-r* 

, X<et itcbey^argQ^entatively aUot^ved^bowever^ that 

iijlripat 3vJtai2^ fio^ejss^d the right, as well as the 

power, to revive and enforce the rule ; yet, the 

time. and the .ma»ner of exevcifiing:tbe power* 

v.^SeeAh? order of the. 8th of J^ae,: 17$3,.andtkc t^e- 
xnonstrance of tbe\^mepkanof»g«Tepnoxent. 
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ivoiild afford ample cause for reproach. The cif - 
izens of the United States had openlj engaged in 
an extensive trade with the French islands^ in the 
West Indi«?s, ignorant of the alleged existence of 
the rule of the war of 1756, or unapprised of any 
intention to eall it into action^ when the order of 
the 6th of November, 1793, was siientlj circula- 
ted among the British eruizers, consigning to le- 
gal adjudication^ << all vessels louden with gocds* 
the produce of any colony of France, or carrying 
provisions or supplies, for the use of any such col- 
ony.'** A great portion of the commerce of the 
United States was thus annihilated at a blow ^ the 
amicable dispositions of the government were 
again disregarded and contemned, the sensibility 
of tiie nation was excited to a high degree of re- 
sentment, by the apparent treachery of the Brit- 
ish order; and a recourse to reinisals, or to war, 
for indemnity and redress, seemed to be unavoid- 
able. But the love of justice had established the 
law of neutrality ; and the love of peace taught a 
lesson of forbearance. The American govern- 
ment, therefore, rising superior to the provoca- 
tions and the passions of the day, instituted a spec- 
ial mission, to represent at the court of London, 
the injuries and the indignities which it had suf- 
fered, *< to vindicate its rights with, firmness, and 
to eultivate peace with sincerity.'^f The imme- 
diate result of this mission, was a treaty of amity, 
commerce, and navigation, btHween the United 
States and Great Britain, which was signed by 
the negociators on the 19th of Novemher, 179*, 
and finally ratified, with the consent of the Senate, 
in the year 1795. Bat both the missios and its 

♦See the British orders ef the 6th of Nov. 1793. 

fSee the president's message to tlie senate, of the 
16th of April, 1794, nominating Mr. Jay as envc^ 
exti'aordinary to his Britannic majesty. 
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vesiilty serve^ also^ to disiilay the indepeudeDoe 
and the impartialit;^ of tiie American goveroment^ 
in asserting ils rights and pcrforuiing its duties^ 
eqnMy unuwcd and unbiassed bj the instruments 
of 'belligerent power, or persuasion. 

hn the foundation of this treaty the United 
States, in a pure spirit of good faith and eonfi- 
^itiee^ raised the hope and the expeetation, that 
the maritime usurpations of Great Britain wouJd 
eease to anno; them ; that all doubtful claims of 
jurisdiction would be suspended ; and that even 
the exercise of an incontestable right would be 
so modified, as to present neither insult, nor out- 
rage, nor inconyenienee, to their flag, or to their 
commerce. But the hope and the expeolation of 
the United States have been fatally disappointed. 
Some relaxation in the rigor, without any altera- 
tion in the principle, of the order in council of 
the 6(h of November, 1793, was introduced by the 
subsequent orders of the 8th of Jan. 1794, and the 
25th Jan. 1796 : but from the ratification of the 
treaty of 1794, until the short respite afforded by 
the treaty of Amiens, in 180£,the commerce of the 
United States continued to be the prey of British 
oruizersand privateers, under the adjudicating 
patronage of the British tribunals.— -Another 
grievance, however, assumed at this epoch, a 
form and magnitude, which cast a shade over the 
social happiness, as well as the political indepeu- 
dence of the nation. The merchant vessels of 
the United States were arrested on the high seas^ 
while in the prosecution of distant Toyages ; con- 
siderable numbcrs.of their crews were impressed 
into the naval service of Great Britain ; the 
eo^imereial adventures of the owners were of- 
ten, consequently, defeated ; and the loss of pro- 
pei*ty, the embarrassments of trade and naviga* 
gation, and the scene of domestie affliction, be- 
€iMiie intolerable^ This grievance (which oonsti- 
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tules an intpbrtaiit surViting caiise of the Anierl- * 
eahdeclaratiml of War)'was ^arly^ and "has heen ' 
incessantly) urged iipoii IheaUeiition of the Brit^' 
ish government. Kien in the year 17955, they ' 
ivere told of << the irritation that It had oxofted«^ 
and of thedifficiiliy of avoiding to make imAie- 
diate reprisals on their seatheb in the XJhited 
Stites.*'* TheyAvere told *« that so many instan- 
ees of the kind had happened, that it ivais quite ' 
necessary thatihey should explain thembelves on 
the subject, and be- led to disavow and punish 
such violence,' which had neVep' been experien-" 
ced from any othiev nation.**! /And tlicy were ^^ 
told of <^ the inoonvenience' of such conduct,' and' 
of the impossibility of letting rt goon, so that 
the British ministry shoiild be made sensible 'of 
the necessity of punishing the past, and prevent^ 
ing the future.'*:!^— But after thie treaty of amity i, 
eommeroe, and navigatio'ii, had beoh ratified, the 
nature and the extent of the grievance became 
still more manifest ; and it was clearly and firin- 
ly presented to the view of the British government, 
as leading unavoidably to discord and war between 
the two nations. They were told,, « that unless 
thf^ would come to some accommodation which 
might ensure the American seamen against this 
oppression, measures would be taken to cause the 
inconvenience to be equ^ly felt; on both sides."$ 
They were told, ** that the impressment of A- 
merican citizens, to serve onboard of British 

♦See the letter of Mr. Jefferson, secretary of state^ 
to Mr. Pinkhey, minister at London, dk ted 1 1th t>f " 
Jurife,179l' 

fSee th6 Icttei^fi^th thef saih^td the gattic, dated th6 ' 
12th-of October, 179af: 

tS^ the letter frotfi^ the dattic to thfe igame', dated ' 
the -etb of Nov^rtlber,- xr9ti ' 

SSde tiieiletter fporti Mr. Pinkhey» feiinififter^fttXan- ' 
don, to the secretary of state, dated i3th March, IT53. 
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iaemtAymmlnfyf^t iwl eiilyan injury to tfce ii»i 
fortunate imiividuab, b«t U iiattn^ally excited 
eertain emutioB8 10 tlie breasts ot' the nation to 
vhom Utey lieloag, and the j»st and humane of 
^fevery country ; and that an escpectation vas in- 
dul^d that orders would be given, that-tbe A- 
merioaos so eircumstancedt should be imsiediato- 
ly iiberated^^and that the British ofiQers fihoaid* 
in ftttitrc, alistain from similar vioteo^es."* 
They were toldj -Mhat the subject ^a» ^af nweh 
greater imjpertance than had been sa^pos^ : and 
that, instead of a few^ and those in ^fiany instan- 
iftes eqiiivoeal eases, the Ameriean minister at ib^ 
«oart of London had, in mM moi^ths t^part of 
the years 1796 ahd i7V7) Insrie apotications for 
the disetiarge of two hundred an4 seveniy-ono 
^ea^iwen who had, in moit casos, exhibited such 
evidenoe, as to satisfy him that they were real A- 
iBericans,foreedintotheBriti^h serviee^ad Jierse- 
vering,! generally, fai l^^fosingp^y and bounty /'| 
They were told, ** fbat if the British gUTernment 
had aby regard to the rights of the Uimed States^ 
any respect for thetiatioo, ami placed any value 
on their frieodshrp, it woutd £»eiiitate the means 
of relietiog thoir oppressed ^kinwB,^*^ They 
werotold •< tJiat the British naval c^fBeers often 
fmpriBssed Swedes, Danes aud other fbrcFlgaers, 
from the vessels of the Unit«d Statues ; tbatthe^ 
in%fat, with as much reasoa, rob Ami&ricaii i^es- 
tels^ of the property or aiertiha^i^e ^Swedes, 
Danes and Portuguese, as seiz^ and detain In 

*See the note of Mr. Jay, ei^ voy extraordiiWiry, t6 
Lord Grcnvilte,. datedth^ 30tli July, I7ft4. 
" t^ee the letter ©f Mr. King, minister at London, to 
tli!e secretary of State, dat^the ISitJi of Aprils V797. 

tSce the letter froip Mr. PicKpua|*,.8eori?tai<y eff 
State, to Mr. Ring, minister at London, <jjated the J 0th 
of Seiptember^ 1796. 
B 
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iheiv senrice, the subjects of those nations foand 
on 1>oard of Ameilcan vessels ; and that ihe pr»?8- 
i«lent wassextremely anxious to have this business 
f»r impiTssing placed on a reasonable footing.''"*^ 
And tlie^r' were told, " that the impressment of 
American seamen was an injury of very serious 
magnitude, which deeply affected the feelings and 
honor of the nation ; that no right had been as- 
serted to impress the natives of xVnierica ; jet, 
that they were impressed ; they were dragged on 
board British ships of war, with the evidence of 
citizenship in their handstand forced by violence 
there to serve, until conclusive testimonials of 
their birtl^ could be obtained ; that many must 
perish unralieved, and all were detained a consid- 
erable time In lawless and injurious confinement ; 
that the conftnuanee of the practice must inevit- 
ably produce discord between two nations which 
ought to be friends of each other 5 and that it 
was more advisable to ciesist from, and to take ef- 
fectual measures to prevent an aeknowledged 
wrong, than by persevering in that wrong, to ex- 
cite against themselves the well-founded resent- 
ments of America, and force the government into 
measures, which may very possibly terminate in 
anjopen rupture.'-f 

Such were the feelings and the sentiments of 
the American government, under every change of 
Its administration, in relation to the British prac- 
tice of impressment ; and such the remonstran- 
ces addressed to the justice of Great-Britain. 
It is obvious, therefore, that this cause, indepen- 
dent of every other, has been uniformly deemed 
a just and certain cause of war ; yet the charao- 

♦See the letter from the same to the same, dated the 
^thof October, 1796. 

fSee the letter from Mr. Marshall, secretary of 
State, (now chief-justice of the United States) to Mr. 
King, minister at London^ dated the 20th Sept. 1800. 



AMERICAN EXPOSE. . 15 

terislic poliey of tfie United States still prevailed : 
reoionstrance was onlj succeeded by negopiatioii ; 
and every assertion of American riglHs, v^as ac- 
companied with an overture, to seewre, in any 
praolicabic form, the rigbts of Great Britain.* 
Time seemed, however, to render it more difficult 
to ascertain and fix the standard of the British 
riglits, according to the siiecession of the British 
elaims. The right of entering and searching an 
American merchant ship, for the purpose of im- 
pressment, was, for a while, confined to the case 
of British deserters ; and eiren so late as i\*e 
month of February, 1800, the minister of his 
Britannic* majesty, then at Philadelphia, ui^ed 
the Ataerican government '< to take into eonsid^ 
eration, as the only means of drying up every 
source of complaint, and irritation, upon that 
head, a proposal ivfaich he bad made two years 
before, i» the name of his majesty's government, 
for the rceiprocal restitution of deserters.'^f But 
this project of a treaty was then deemed inadmis- 
sible, by the president of the United States, and 
the chief officers of the executive departments of 
the government, whom he consulted^ for the same 
reason, specifically, which, at a subsequent peri- 
od, induced the president of the United States, 
to withhold bis approbation from the treaty ne- 
gociated by the American ministers at London, in 
the year 1806; namely, "that it did not suffi- 
eiently provide against the impressment of A- 

♦See, particularly, Mr. King's propositions to lord 
Grenville, and lord Hawkesbury, of the 1 3th April, 
17.97, the 15th of March, 1799, the 25tb of February, 
ISOljandin July, 1803. 

tSec Mr. Liston's note to Mr. Pickering, the secre- 
tary of stat^, dated the 4th of February, 1800, 
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meri%m MciiMa ;'^#^ and ^ fbat it is. better to I)aT« 
n^artiolef mAto meet the eoasequ^noes, than 
not tQ 9nani«rato neroliant vesseU on the bigli 
u^M^ among the things iH>t ta be foreibl^r entcm) 
in searth o{ descrtei^a.*'!? Bttt the British claini^ 
fxpaniJii^ with ungnlar elaatieitj, waa&oon foakid 
to include a rigbt te enter Amerioan vessels en 
ihe high 8eas5 in order to seareh for and seisse M 
Briii^b seamen i it next enibraeed 1 be ease of ev-* 
ery British siibjeet ; and finallv, in its praeticai 
^nfareernent, it bas been extended to every mart" 
ver, whooould not prove, upon the spot» that he 
vfsis aeitiaien ef the tTnite4 Stages. 

V^hilethe nature of the British elaim was tbua 
ambiguous ami liueluating^ the principle to whkfa 
It was referred, for justigeation and support* apn 
peared (o be, at once> arbitrary and illnaoT^. II 
was^^not recorded in any positive eode ef the law 
of nations ; it t^s not di^hiyed in the elemeota-* 
ry works of tb^ civilian ; nop had it ever been 
exemplified in the n^ai itime usages of any ether 
eenntry, in any. other age. In trnlh, it was the 
offspring of the mimieip»1 law of Great Britain 
nione ; pqnaUy operative in a time of peawe, and 
ill a time of war 5 and, under jdl eii^umstanees, 
inflicting a eoeiTiveinris^ieiion^ upon the eoni^ 
merce and navigation of iLe world. 

For liie tegilimute ri^its of tlte beyiger*cn| 
powers, the IJniled Btates had frft and evineed « 
sincere and ai>en respeet* AHbougii they had 
marked a diversity of doctrine among the most 

^tQ the. bpinion ef Mr. Pickering,, aecretaiy of 
Wte, ciKslofting the plan of a twaty, dated the 3d of 
May, 1800, and the opinion of Mr Wolcott, seerAtsary 
of the treasury, dated the Uth April, 1800. 

jSe^ the opinion of Mi\ Stoddcnt,. secretary of th« 
navy, datedt the ^SdrApiiU 1800,. and the opimons of 
Mr. Lee, attorney-general, dated the Seth of Febrma- 
3ry, and the 30th April, 1 800. 
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celebrated jarisls, upon many of the litigated 
points of the law of war f althoagh they had for- 
merly espoused, with the example of the most 
powerful goTemment of Europe, the priaeiples 
of the armed neutrality, which were establisheU 
in the year 1780, upon the basis of the memora- 
ble doclaiation of the empress of all the Bussias ; 
and although the principles of that declai*atiou 
have been iqcorporated into all their public .trea- 
ties, except ia the instanee of the treaty of 1794; 
yet, the United Stales, still faithful to the paeifie 
and impartial policy which they professed, did 
not hesitate, even at the commencement of the 
French rerolutionary war, to accept and allow 
the exposition of the law of nations, as it was 
then maintained by Great Britain ; and, conse- 
quently, to admit, upon a mi^eh contested pointy 
that the properly of her enemy, in their vessels^ 
might be lawfully captured as prize of war.* It 
was, also, freely admitted, that a belligerent pow- 
er had a right with proper eautions, to enteivand 
search Amt^rican vessels, for the goods of an i^ne- 
my, and for articles contraband of war ; that, if 
mpon a search such goods or articles were found,, 
or if, in the cour^ of the search, persons in 'he 
military service of the enemy were discovered, a 
belligerent had a right of transshipment and re- 
moval | that a belligerent had a right, in doubt- 
ful cases, to carry American vessels to a conven- 
ient station, for further examination ; and that a 
belligcTent had a right to exclude American ve?- 
sets from ports and places, under the blockade of 
an adequate naval force« These rights the law 

♦See the eorrespondence of the year 1792, between 
Mr. Jefferson, secretary of State, and the mimsters of 
Great Britain and France. See also Mr. Jefferson's 
ktterto the American minister at Paris, of the same 
year, requestuig the recall of Mr. Genet. 
b2 
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cf iiailidnB tnigbt, reaBonafefyy be deemcA ta ^i^ 
1l«fi ; Dor ba9 a fair exorerse of the powers neces- 
sary for the cmjoyineiit of these rigblB, been^ at 
any time^ ceoti'overie^ or opposed^ bj the Amer*- 
J6mi gc^ii«eniiiieiitM 

But it DfittBt be B^n reiDarkaily that tbe ck im 
of GNreatBi'itaiii was noM#be satisfied, hj the 
most ample and explicit recognition of the law of 
iWftrj fori the lf»w of war treats only of the rela- 
tioi^ef a beltigerent t^liis enomy^ while the daim 
of Great Britain ombraeed^ also, Hio i^elations be^ 
t^ecn a sovereign ^nd his subjects. It was sald^ 
that erery British subject was bound by a tie of 
aitegianec to his soveiK?ig», which no lapseof tioie* 
no change of piace^ no exigcney of life, could 
possibly weaken or dissolve. It was said, that 
tlie British severeign was entitled, at all periods, 
aiid>onaU occasions, to the services of his sub- 
jects. And it was 6«id, thai tl>e British vessels 
of war upon the high seas, might lawfully and 
forcibly enter the merchant vessels af every otli- 
er natloh (for the theory of these preten«ions i»^ 
not Rniiled to the ease of the United States, al- 
though that ease has beenj almost exclusively^ 
srtfected 1^ their praetleal c^ration) for the par- 
p^se of discovering and impressing British sub- 
jeets.* The t[bitcd States presume not to di«- 
ettS9 the forms,. or tl>e principles, of the gowm- 
ments established in other eoantries. Enjoying 
the right and theblessiirg of self-government, they 
lestve, itnplicitly, to every foreign nation, the^ 
choice of its swrialand political institutions* Bu<V 
wlwtever maybe the fwuh or <*« prineiple,^ •* 
government, it is an univci^al axiom of public 
?dw, snnong sovereign and: iintfependent states, that 
^ery nation is bound so to use and enjoy its 

♦See the British;de€Urafiofl of the leHH of J^uax?) 
1S13. 
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m^m T\^t9i a» not to injore^.or d^stri^t the. rig;fat» 
%£ aaj olhfii- Milion. Sbj thony that IhQ tie off 
ulifgum^ oaaMt be severed^ or relaxed^, as re-» 
a|M3e.l8^thiQ sovereign and the^ subjoct ; wivi say* 
tbidit thosoveteigD ]s» ataUtunes^ entKted t» the 
aervioe« of ike sut^ieel; still, there is^ Bothing^ 
gained, io suf^ort «r the Bfitish.elioin^ unless ill 
t»ati» also, be said^ thftt the British soi^reign has a 
ri^a^ht to seek aod seize his subject^ labile ftciuaily 
within the domiiiion^ or ufidor the speeiaL protee*' 
lioB, of aftoCHiir soTtfreigo stafte« This wili not, 
surelj;^ be deamMoaled a process of the law of 
nationsy for tike purpoaec^* enforcing the rights of 
ivar } aii4i if it sikali be telerated as a process of 
thG mnnieipal law of Gr^at B^'itainy for the pur*- 
pose of enforcing the right of tl>e sovereign to the 
service of Ihs subjects^ there is no principle off 
diirriiuination^whieh eaa prevent its being em* 
plowed ia peaee, oriawar^with all tlve attendant 
abuses of foree and fraud, to justify* the seiaare 
of British subjeeta for crimes,, or for deb^s, and 
the setzuTe of British pi^operfy, for any cause 
that shall be arbitrarily asslgnedL The introdue«« 
lion of these deluding noYelties, into the mari* 
time oode of natiens* it has been the arduous 
taskof the^ABierieaDgovernfliont, in the onset, 
to oppose; and it rests with aH other govern* 
Bients to decifley how &r their hotuMr and their 
interests must be eventually iuipl^atcc^ b^ a tac- 
it aequieaeonee^ in the aueeessive vsurpatioBS of 
the British flag. If the rigiit t laimed by Great- 
Britain be, indeed^ oonunon to alt govemmei»t9> 
the ooean will exhibit, in additioii: to its. many oth« 
or peiril^ a soeao of evevtasling strife and eonten" 
tion f b«l what othergovernnient baa e^er clainiw 
ed onr exereised the right ^ If the vig;ht shall be 
exehuively estalkKshed as. ft trophy ^ the naval 
superiaritf of Greai-Britain^ the eeraa^ vwhMi 
haiL hew asoMfitimea e«B|teiRidly 
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<< the higb-way of na(ion«," will be identified ia 
ihe occupancy and use, with the dominions of th^ 
Brttish crown ^ and every other nation must en- 
joy the liberty of passage, upon the payment of 
a tribute for the indulgence of a licence : but 
what nation is prepared for thi^ sacrifice of its 
honor and it« interests? And if, after all, the 
right be now asserted (as experience too plainly 
indicates) for the purpose of imposing oii the U- 
nited States, to aecommofiate the British mari- 
time policy, a new and odious lintitation of the 
sovereignty and inde|)endence, which were ac- 
quired by the glorious revolution of 1776, it is 
not for the American government to calculate the 
duration of a war, that shall be wagcd« in resist- 
ance of the active attempts of Great Britain, to 
accomplish her project : for where is the Amer- 
ican citizen, who would tolerate a day's submis- 
sion, to the vasdaJage of such a condition ? 

But the American government has seen, with 
some surprise, the gfoss, which the prince regent 
of Great-Britain, in his declaration of the iOth 
of January, 18ia, has condescended to bestow 
upon the British claim of a right to impress 
men, on board the merchant vessels of other na- 
tions; and the retort* whieh he has ventured to 
malie, upon the conduct of the United States, 
relative to the controverted d'jctrioes of expatria- 
tion. The American government, like every 
other civilized c^overnment, avows (he principle, 
and iiMhilges thepraetiee, of naturalizing foreign- 
ers. In Great Britain, and through the continent 
of Europe, the laws and regulations upon the 
subject, are not materially dissimilar, when com- 
pared with the laws and regulations of the Unit- 
ed States. The effect, however, of such natur- 
alization, upon the conilexion, which previously 
subsisted, between the naturalized person, andthe 
goTeromenl of the eonatry of his birtb; has been 
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4lffer«iitly eonsideredy at ditibreBt tines, and in 
different plaees* SlilU there are many respects^ 
in which a diversity ol opjnioii does net exist, and 
cannot arise* It is agreed, on all hands, that an 
act of natursdizaiion is n6t a violation of Ihe law 
of nation^ ; and that, in particular, it Is not in it-* 
self an offence against the government, "c^bose 
siihjeet is naturalized. Itisagreed^ that an act 
6f naturalization creates, between the parties, the 
reciproeal obligations of allegiance and prc^ee- 
tiont It is agi'eed, that while a n&turali^sed citi- 
man continues within the territory and Jurisdic-r 
tion of his adoptive govcrnntent, he cannot be 
p«ir»ued» or seized, or resti^ned, bj bisi foi»ne? 
sovereigHk It is agreed, that a natnraliard citi^ 
zQn» whataver ma; be thought of the claiflis of 
tjie* sovereign of his oative country5 cannot law*^ 
fully be'Mfithdrawtt from the obligations of bis 
oontraet of naturali9ation« by the force or Sfcdne** 
tion of a third poiver. And it is agreed^ that no 
stoverei^ can lawfully interfere^ t^ take ft'om the 
service, or the employnaent, of another severeigOy 
persons who are not the subjects of either of the 
snverei^ns engaged in tbe transaction. Beyond 
the prniciples of these aecorded propositions,, 
what have the United States diDoe lo justify tiie 
iHiputation of ^ harboring British seamen and of 
e^soroishig an assumed right, to transfer tU& alio-' 
gianec of British subjects ^'** The United Siate« 
Itave* indeed^ insisted upon tli^ right of «av]gai^-» 
iog the oaean in peace and safety, protecting all 
that is covered by their flag, as on a plaoe of 
eqiifil anci common jii£>sdiction to alt nations ; 
save where the law of war interposes the exc^H 
tiojBs of visitation, search and oopture jf but in 
doing thi«, they haVe. d^np no wrong* T6es Unifet 

«S,QQ tk^ BmUfih 4e(daratian.oC tlie ^oth of 7a^uai|s» 
iai3. 
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ed Slates, in perfect consistencj, it U believed^ 
villi the practice of all belligerent nations, not 
even excepting Great Britain herself, have, in- 
deed, announced a determination, since the dec- 
laration of hostilities, (o afiord prote6tiou« as well 
to the naturalized, as to the native citizen, whOf 
giving the strongest proofs of fidelity, sKoald be 
taken in arms hy the enemy; and the Britjsb 
cabinet well know that this determination could 
have no ifiHlucnce upon those councils of their 
sovereign, which preceded and produced the war. 
It was not, then, to *« harbor British seamen,'* 
nor to " transfer the allegiance of British sMb- 
jccts ;" nor to "cancel the jurisdiction of the le- 
gititriate sovereign f^ nor to vindicate •* the pre- 
tensions that acts of naturalization, and certifi- 
eates of citizenship, were as valid out of their 
territory, as within it ;"* that the United States 
have asserted the honor and the privilege of their 
ilag, by the force of reason and of arms. But it 
was to resist a systematic scheme of maritime 
tiggrandrzement, which, prescribing to every oth- 
er nation the limifs of a territorial boundary, 
claimed for Great Britain the exclusive dominion 
of the seas ,• and which, spurninj; the settled 
principles of the law of war, condemned the 
ships and mariners of the United States, to suf- 
fer, upon the high seas, and virtually within the 
jurisdiction of their flag, the most rigorous dis- 
pensations of the British municipal code, inflict- 
ed by the coarse and licentious hand of a British 
press gang. 

The injusfice of the British claim, and the eru- 
elty of Uie British practice, bavc tested, for a se- 
Ties of years, the pride and the patience of the 
American government : but, still, every experi- 

*Sec these passages in the British declaration, of the 
lOtii Januaiy, 1813. 
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Hient vas anxiously mside^ to a^oid tbe last resort 
•f natioDs. The claim of Great Brilaiiiy in ks 
theory^ was limited to the right of seeking and 
impressing its own subjects^ on board of the mer* 
ebant vessels of the United States* although in 
fatal experience, it has been extended (as already 
appears) to the seizure of the subjects of every 
other power, sailing under a voluntary contract 
with the Araeriean merchant j to the seiaureof 
the naturalized citizens of the United States, sail- 
ingy aljsp* under voluntary contracts, which every 
foreigner. Independent of any act of naturaliza- 
tion, is at liberty to form in t^very country ; and 
even (o the seizure of the native citizens of the 
United States, sailing on board tbe ships of their 
own nation, in the prosecution of a lawful oora- 
meree. The excuse for what has been unfeeling- 
ly termed << partial mistakes, and occasional, 
abuse/'* when the right of impressment was prac- 
tised towards vessels of the United States, is, in 
the words of the prince regent's declaration, " a 
similarity of language and manners,'' but was iV 
not known, when this excuse was offered to the 
world, that the Russian, the Swede, the Dane, 
and the German ; that^the Frenchman, the Span- 
iard, and the Portuguese i nay, that the African, 
and the Asiatic ', between whom and the people 
of Great Britain there exists no similarity ef lan- 
guage, manners or complexion ; had been^ 
equally witii the American citizen and the British 
subject, the victims of the impress tyranny.f If, 
however, the excuse be sincere, if the real object 
of the impressment be merely to secure to Great 

♦Seethe ft'itish declaration of the 10th of January, 
1813. * 

fSee the letter of Mr. Pickering, secretary of state, 

to Mr. King, minister at London, of the 26th of Octo- 

• ber, 1796; and the letter of Mr. Marshall, secretary 

of state, to Mr. King, of tiie 20th of September, 1800. 
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Brkfiiii^ the HftYal BttvieesBt her own sidbjc^hi, 
and tiut to ttiHH her fleets, in every praclieaUe 
Biode df enlistinenty bj rf^ht^er by wrong ; and 
U a ju6t oind geoerimsgovericiiieiit, jir oiir ssing fBu*- 
ittal friendship awl T€ftpeet» may be piesuDied to 
f refer the aetompiishment tvrn of a legitimate 
fHirpose, by oiettDsihe least -affiirting and injorK 
^as to othertywhy ha%e theoTertitrt^s of ibe United 
States, offering other means as effectual as iin*- 
l^essHienty for the parpcMse avowed, to the ron* 
tideration and acceptance of -Gn-at Britain, been 
forever eladed or rejected ? it has been offered, 
that the naniher of men to be protected by an 
Atnenoan Tessel shonid be limited by her tonnsige ; 
<hat British officers shonhl be permitted, in Brtt« 
ish portfi, ib eniter the vessel in order to ascertain 
the-tiumher of men on board ; and that in case of 
an addition to her efew, the British subjects en- 
listed shonid be liable to impressment.^ It was 
offered in the solemn form of a law, that the A* 
fideriean seattien should be registered ; that th^y 
should he provided With certificates of citizen^ 
flhip,^ and that the roll of the cnM? of e^ery res- 
eel should be formally authenticated.:^ It was of- 
fered, that no refuge or protection should be giv- 
4NI to deserters ; but, that, on the eontrary, they 

♦See the letter of Mr. J^fferfton, secretapy of state, to 
Mr. Pinkney, miniBterat London-, dated the lUh o< 
J«ne, 1792, and the better of Mr. Pickering, secretary 
of state, t« Mr. King, minister ei London, dated the 0th 
of Jube, \Y^6. 

fSee the act of Congress, passed the S8th of Mayi 

- :j:See the letter of Mr. Pickering, secretary of state> 
to Mr. King, ininfeter ki London, datod the 8th el 
JonO} 1796. 



"^' " ^^^.--'i-v^"y 



AMERICAN SlJtPOSE. %6 

siHvuMbo sm'rendered.^ It v^s again &agais offi^r^ 
ed to eomsBP m 9^ oo»yeiiUoii, ifirhiefa li wa« tfaaught 
}«ftctie$ibleto be f<»nBedf and %vhicb would settle 
the qttestioQ of imp«!es3in^]fit» In a manner that 
^o»ld be 9^efbc £ngjktad> and saitsfaetorj to 
the Xlnited ^tate&4 It was offisred that eaeh par- 
ty sibould proJiibit its eltkzens or H» si^]g^cts from 
i^andeMioelji eoftceaUng or carrying awa^', from 
the t^fritori8» oe eolonies of the CNiher^ anjsea-» 
man bdoiigJAg to the other part;4 ^^9 eoaelu- 
sively, it has been offl^red and deelar^d iqr lawr 
that << after tha termination of the present ivar^ 
it sheuM not be lawful to employ on boavd of anj 
i£ the pubUe or private vessels of the United 
Slates^ anf [persons except oitizcna of ttie United 
Slaies ; and th^t no foreigner should be admiMed 
to boceme a oitiisen hereafi^elPr >vho had not for 
the oontiniied term of five years, resided withia 
the United States^ without beings at any tiniei da- 
ring the five jears> out of the territories of the 
United Sta4es*''f 

It lA manifest then thitt such provision mi^it 
be made by law ; and that sueb'pnivislon has been 
repeatedly and urgently proposeil 1, as would, in 
all future times, exclude A'om the maritime ser^- 
vice of the United States, both in public and prl- 
vatei vesseliiy every person, who eould, possibly^. 
1>e elsuBied by Great Britain, a& a native subjeet^ 
Vfhelliep behind, or bad not^ been naturalized la 

^See thgi pro}ect (>i. a treaty on the suhj^ct, 1>etwcen 
Mr. Pickering, seci-etery of state, and Mr. Liston, the 
British minister ftt Philadelphia, iii the year 1800. 

fSee. the listter of Mr. King, irtinisfer ai Ldndoti, t6 
the secrctaiy bf State, dated' the J5th of March, It 9^. 

tSec the letter of^ Mh iSdn^ to the- secretary of stJatfe, 
dated in luly, 1808. 

SSeethc act rf Congressj *>assed oft tt* 3dof ftfiwdis 
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in America,* Enforced by the same sanelions 
and seeuriiiesy which are employed to enforce the 
penal code of Great Britain, as well as the penal 
code of the United States^ the provision wofttd 
afford the strongest evidence, that no British sub- 
ject could be found in service on board of an A- 
inerican vessel ; and, consequently, whatever 
might be the British right of impressment5 in 
the abstract, there would remain no justifiable 
motive, there could hardly be invented a plausible 
pretext, to exercise it, at the expense of the A- 
merican right of lawful commerce. If, too, as it 
has sometimes been insinuated, there would, nev- 
ertheless, be room for frauds and evasions, it is 
sufficient to observe that the American govern- 
ment would always be ready to hear, and to re- 
dress, every just complaint; or, if redress were 
sought and refused, (a preliminary course that 
ought never to have been omitted, but whieh 
Great Britain has never pursued) it would still be 
. in the power of the British government to resort 
to its own force, by acts equivalent to war, for 
the reparation of its wrongs. But Great Brit- 
ain has, unhappily, pereeived in the acceptance 
of the overtures of the American government, 
consequences injurious to her maritime policy ; 
and, therefore, withholds it at the expense of hcF 
justie^. She perceives, perhaps, a loss of the A- 
meriean nursery for her seamen, while she is at 
peace ; a loss of the service of American crews, 
while she is at war; and a loss of many of those 
opportunities, wTiich have enabled her to enrick 
her navy, by the spoils of the American com- 
merce, without exposing her own commerce to 
the risk of retaliation or reprisal?. 

*Sce the letter of instructions from Mr. Monroe, 
secretary of State, to the plempotentiaries for treatuig 
of peace with Great Britain, under the mediation of 

^. emperor Alexander, dated the 15th April, 1813« 
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Thus, were the United Stntesj in r $€a8on of 
reputed peace, involved in the evils of a state of 
^var— and thus, was Ihe Aineriean flaj/ annoyed 
by a nation still professing to cheristi the senti- 
ments of mutual friendship and resptct, vhieh 
had been recently vouched, by the faifli of a sol- 
emn treaty. But the Amcrieangovefiimcateven 
yet abstained from vindieatiag its /lights, and 
from avenging its wrongs, by an appi^ai to arms, 
Jl was not an insensibility to those yiongs j nor 
a dread of British power ; nor a subserviency to 
British interests, tliat prevailed, at^ that period, 
in the councils of the United Statei ; but, under 
all trials, the American governuient abstained 
from, the appeal to arms then, as itlt^s repeatedly 
since done, in its collisions with Wrance, as well 
9ts with Great Britain, from the /purest love of 
peaee, while peace could be rendered eompatible 
with the honor and independence of the nation. 

During the period which h^k hitherto been 
more particularly contemplated (from the declar- 
ation of kostilities between Gr^at Britain and 
France in the year 1792, nnti| the short-lived 
paeificatinn of the treaty of Amiens in ISO^) 
there were not wanting occasions to test the con- 
sistency and the impartiality of tbe American 
government, by a comparison of its eondnct to- 
wards Great Britain, with its conduct towards 
other nations. The manifestation of the extreme 
jealousy of the French government, and of the 
intemperate zeal of its ministers near the United 
States, were coeval with the proclamation of 
neutrality ; but after the ratification of the trea- 
ty of London, the scene of violence, spoliation, 
and contumely, opened by France, upon the Unit- 
ed States, became such, as to admit, perhaps, of 
no parallel, except in the cotemporaneous scenes 
which were e^ibited by the injustice of her great 
competitor. The American government acted. 



in both ewmsf od the same paeifie poH^j ; in the 
same spirit of pati^nee and forbearance ; bat 
with the «anie detopmiDation, aUo^ to at eert thi» 
honor and independenae of the nation. HVhen, 
therefore, every eonoiliatory effort bad failed, 
and when Jiwo soeee^sive missions of peace had 
been contemptnoasly repulsed, the A merman gor- 
eminent, id the year 1798, annulled its treaties 
wHh France, and waged a maritime war against 
that nation, for the defence of its citizens andoom- 
merce, passing on the high seas. But as soon as the 
hope was eonteived, of a satisfactory t^hange in the 
dispositions c^ the French governmentt the A» 
nericao goTornment hastened to send another 
mission to France, and a convention, signed in th^e 
year 1800, terminated the subsisting difflitrtBeet 
between the two eoontrics. 

Nor were th» United States able, daring the 
same perick!, la avoid a coiltsion with the govern- 
ment of Spain, upon any important and critical 
qnestiofis of boiindary and commerce, of Indian 
warfare and nlnritime spoliation. Preserving, 
however^ their s^ptem of Hwdcratian, in the as- 
sertion of th«irVight8, a coarse of amicable dis* 
tttssion and explanation, prodaeed mutoal satis^ 
faotioQ f and a treaty of friendship, limits and 
Bavigaiion was formed in the year 179*, by whieb 
the et^izew of the Uliited States ae quired a rigb*, 
for the space of three years, to deposit their mor* 
ehandize and effects in tlie port of New-Orleans ; 
with a promise, either that the enjoyment of that 
Pighi should beindefinitt^ly continued, or that a- 
Bother pari of tt*e banks of the Miesi^sippi should 
h^ a^si^ned for an equivatent establishment. But^ 
when, in the year 1^0^, the port of New-Ofleans 
was abi^uptly closed against the citizens of the 
Bnited States, with* ut an assignment of any oth- 
er equivalent plaee of deposit©, the harmony of 
ibet^o^«!mtrieft was again mesC seriM^yea- 
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dangercd ; until the Spanish government^ yield- 
ing to the remoDstrancfis of the United Stales* 
disavowed the act of the intendant of New Or- 
leans, and ordered the right of deposite to be re- 
instated, on the terms of the treaty of 1795. 

The effects produced, even by a temporary sus- 
pension of the right of deposite at New-Orleans, 
upon the interests and feelings of the nation, nat- 
urally suggested tp the American government the 
expediency of guarding against their recurrence, 
by the acquisition of a permanent property in the 
province of Louisiana. The minister of the U- 
nited States, at Madrid, was, accordingly, in- 
structed to apply to the government of Spain up- 
on the subject j and on the 4th of May, 1803, he 
received an answer, stating, that " by the retro- 
cession made to France, of Louisiana, that power 
regained the province, with the limits it bad, 
saving the rights acquired by other pcrwers ; and 
that the United States could address themselves 
to the FnnieJi government, to negoeiate the ae- 
cjuisition of territories, which might suit their 
interest*'* But before this reference, official in- 
formation of the same fact had been received by 
Mr. Pinkney from the court of Spain, in the 
month of March preceding ; and the American 
government, having instituted a special mission 
to negoeiate the purchase of Louisiana from 
France, or from Spain, whichever should be? the 
sovereign, the purchase was. accordingly, accom- 
plished for a valaable consideration (that was 
punctually paid) by the treaty concluded at Paris 
on the aoth April, ISOS. 

♦See the letter from don Pedro Cevallos, the minis- 
ter of Spain, to Mr. C. Pinkney, the minister of the U- 
nitcd States, dated the 4th of May, I8a3, from wkich 
the passage cited is literally translated. 
c% 



30 AMERICAN EXPOSE. 

The American gorernment has not see 1I9 rriih* 
cut some sensibility, that a transaetioiiy aeeompa^ 
nied bj such eircuiii«taiiees of general publicity^ 
and of seropuloas good faith, has been denounced' 
bj the prince regent, in liis declaration of the tOth* 
of Januarys 18^13, as aproof of the" ungenrerons 
eonduct of the United States toivards Spain.'*^ 
In ampliiication of tiie royal charge, the British 
negociatorsat Ghent, have pi^esumcd to impTite 
'* the acquisition of Louisiana, by the United* 
States, to a spirit of aggrandizement, not' neces- 
sary to their own security ;" and to maintairr 
^ that the purchase was made agaihst the knoWB' 
conditions on which.it had been ceded By Spainr 
to France j^fthat " in the face of the protesta- 
tion of the minister of his catholic majesty at' 
TTashingtoD, the president of the United States- 
ratified the treaty of purchase ;":^, and that* 
<< there was good reason to believe,. thiit many cir- 
cumstances attending the transaction were indus- 
triously concealed."^ Thip» American government* 
cannot condescend to retort aspersions so unjust j 
in language so opprobrious ; and peremptorily re- 

rts the pretension of Great Britain, to interfere* 
the business of the United States and Spain': 
btit it owes, nevertheless, to the claims of truths 
a distinct statement of the facts which have bren' 
thus (pisrcpresented. When the special missfoil 
was appointed to negociate the purchase of 'Lou- 
isiana from France, in the manner already men- 
tioned; tW American minister at London was in- 

*See t^ prince regcnt^s declaration of tlie lOtW of ^ 
January, 1$13. 

t3ee the note of -the British commissioners,' dated 
tire 4th of September, \$U. 

tSee thfe note of the British coTttttiissiooers ddt^' 
the 19th of September, 18U/ 

$See the note of the British commissiOfifTs^ dated 
the 8th of October, 1814, 



sti^atfed to- explahi'tTie tibi^tst of €b6 ihisddh, and 
bariiig nuade the etpltmatidtt^ be' t^els assured by 
rte British gtoVffrtiiAenf, ** that- the eOn^^ubitfa- 
tibn \ras tecelted lii gottd psiTt ; no d«ubt!\Var6iig- 
g^sted^ef tire right of tlie tJnitfed fetale^ to' ^Uf- 
sue, se]^amtelijr and aloti^, th^ objecrtsr they tAtti^A 
at; bat the Britisrh gf^i^el'OiAent api^eak*^ to M 
satisfied withHixjpt^rfdettt's vieiyiSron tliis ioipoW 
fatft subject:'**' As soott^ t6o; as the treaty of 
plircrliase inras concluded^ befote' bosliliiies wetel 
again aetiialiy cDnitif«n6^d betWefeO Great Brilaiti 
and'Ffance, aad'pflevibusiy, ihdted, tat hef depart- 
ure of ihel^'irehcti' ambas^ladb^ f^^'nd Loiidoti, th0 
Ameiitaii naiDisteropeftly notified tb' the BriHsii 
goverttiuertt, that a treaty' had beert si^ned^ by 
\tt)ich the complete st)iret»feigti(y of th'e totvnf and 
t'ei'Vitory of KfeA^'-OVlc'ans, as wel^ ia's of all Ilou^ 
i^ana, as ilt^ same was heretofore' pO^sses^ed by 
Sbain, had been aeqiiir^d bv the United Stut 06 of 
-Attieriea 5 and that, iii drawing^ tf|i iti^' treaty; 
care h^d been iikUeti so to ffame the sataife, as not 
td irtiVitige any right of dt'eat' Britkinv iti the 
BavigatiOn of tlie riv^r Mississippi.^^ ^^ the an- 
fiXver of the British gorerninent, it wfes eipHeitty 
declared by Idt'd' Ha wkesbury; " that'h*^ had re- 
ceived' his majestj^s eomniaid^ to ei^pl-es^ the 
pleasure with which his n^ajosty had received the' 
intelfigenee ; and to add; tliatliis niajesty r^giird-^ 
ed the care, Whicli had 'b'ei?h tak^d so to' fratno 
the treaty as not to infringe any right of Cfrdat 
Britain in the navij^atifm' of the Missis ippl, asf 
the most satisfactory* evideiici^'^of a disposttion onr 
the part of thagoverhttient of the IfAited 'Statfesy 

•S'ee the letter from the secriefaVy of rtat^, to' Mr.* 
Jftiig:; tlteAhierfean' ministeMat Londbn; dated' tM 5^tl^ 
of Januaiy, ISOSi; and Mr. King*s letter to the secra- 
t% of stiat^,, date^l th^ 2dt!i* o^' Ai>nl, 1 8I63. 

tSee the letter of Mr. Kingt6 U«l'ttiHy1cte*«^i^dit^ 
tcdthe 15th of May, 180S. 
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correspondent with that whieh his majesty etiter- 
taiDt'd^ to promote and improve that harmonyt 
ivhieh so happily subsisted between the twoooun- 
tries^ and vhich was so conduYiive to their mutu- 
al benefit.'** The world will judge, whether, 
under such oircumstaneesy the British govern- 
ment had any cause, on its own aceount, to ar- 
raign the conduct of the United States, in mak- 
ing the purchase of Louisiana ; and, certainly, , 
DO greater cause will he found for the arraign- 
ment, on aecount of Spain. The Spanish govern- 
ment was apprized cf the intention of Ihe United 
States to ncgoeiate for the purchase of I hat prov- 
ince ; its ambassador witnessed the progress of 
the negoeiation at Paris ; and the conclusion of 
the treaty, on the 30(h of April, 1803, was 
promptly known and understood at Madrid. Yet 
the Spanish government interposed no objection, 
no protestation, against the transaction, in Eu^ 
rope ; and it was not until the month of Septem- 
ber, 1803, that the American government heard, 
with surprise, from the minister of Spain, at 
IVashinji.ton, thai his catholic majesty was ijissat- 
isiie<l with the cession of Louisiana to the United 
States. Notwithstanding this diplomatic remon- 
strance, however, the Spanish government pro- 
ceeded to deliver the possession of Louisiana to 
France, in execution of the treaty of St. Idelfon- 
so ; saw France, by an almost simultaneous act, 
tra .sff'r the possession to the United States, in 
exeeution of the treaty of purehase ; and, finally, 
inst' netted the marquis dv Casa Yrojo, to present 
to the Amenean government, ttie declaration of 
thei5tlrof May, 1804, aetiHg*<by the special 
order of his sovereign.*^ « that the explanatio(»B, 
which the government of France had given to his 

*See the letter of lord Ilawkesbury to Mr. King> 
^ted the \9^ of May^ 1 a03. 
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Mthdlio tnajestyt ceneerfiibg tkd saltioTIiaUi^iana 
to the United Stated^ and the •mieabk dispi^si- 
tions, 00 the part of the ki^, his nast^r, towards 
tiiese states, had determined him to id)andon th« 
opposition, whreby at a prior period, and ivith the 
most substantial motives, h% had juanifested ar- 
gainst the transaotion."^ 

But after this amloable and decisiye arrange- 
ment of all differences, in relation t« the validity 
of the Louisiana pyrehase, a question of somtd 
embarrassment remained, in relation to the boai»- 
daries of the eeded territory. This qtiestioii, 
however, the Ameriean government always hm 
heeo, and always will be, willing to di»eilss, iii the 
Biosteandid manner, and to settle ttpon the most 
liberal basis, with the government of Spain. It 
was not, therefore, a fair topLe, with which to in- 
flame the pritiee regent's declaration ^ or to ew^ 
hellish the diplomaiie notes of the BrKisb nego- 
eiators at Gh^nttf The period has arrived^ When 
Idpatfi, relieved from her European labors, may 
be expeetod to bestow her attentieh:* mdrcf effectiN 
ally, upon the state of her eolonles ; a^d, acting 
with wisdom, justiee and magnanimity, i>f whiefe 
she has giveo f recent exafii^es, she will find tk6 
diffiouky in meeting the re^nt advance of the 
Amerioau government, for an honorable adjirst^- 
ment of every point in controversy bctV^een the 
two oouR<ries, without seeking the aid of British 
mediation, or adopting the) animosity ef British 
eoUncils. 

*Sce the letter of the mcii^«iis de Cati Yriqo^ to the 
American secrettr}? of stat^, d4ted the 15th of May^ 

fSee the prince regent's declaration of the lOth of 
^January, IS'IS, See the notes of the British comiBii- 
^nersj^d^tcdlhc IdtholSeptember^athdct, I8U. 
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But still the United States, fueling a constant 
interest in the opinion of enlightened and impar- 
tial nations^ eUnnot hesitate to embrace the op- 
portunity for representing, in the simplicity of 
truth; the events, by which they have been led to 
take possession of a part of the Floridas, notwith- 
standing the claim of Spain to the sovereignty of 
the same territory. In the acceptation and under- 
standing of the Ursitcd States, the cession of Lou- 
isiana, embraced tlie couYitry south of the Mis- 
sissippi territory,afld eastward of the riverMissis- 
sippi and extending to theriverPerdido; but'Uheir 
conerliatory viewe, and their confidence in the 
justice of their cause, and in the success of a can- 
did discussion and amicable negoeiation with a 
just and friendly poweri induced them to acqui- 
esce in the tempopy continuance of that territory 
under the Spanish authority.'** When, however^ 
the adjustment of the boundaries of Louisiana, as^ 
veUas a reasonable indemnilfication on accountof 
maritime spoliations, and the suspension of the 
right of doposite at Kew- Orleans, seemed to bo 
indefinitely postponed, on the part of Spain, by 
events which the United States had not contri- 
buted to pro<luce, and could not control ; when a 
crisis hadTar rived subversive of the- order of things 
under the Spanish authorities, contravening the 
views of both parties, and endangering the tran- 
quillity and security i>f the adjoining territories, 
by the intrusive establishment of a government, 
independent of Spain, as well as of the United 
States ; and when, at a later period, there was 
reason to believe, that Great Britain herself de- 
signed to oeeupy the Floridas, (and she has, in- 
deed, actually occupied Pcnsacola, for hostile 

♦Sethe proclamation of the president of the United 
States,, authorising governor Clairbome to to take pos* 
session of the territory, dated the Snh of Oct 1810. 
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purposes.) the Araeriean goTernmenf 9 without de- 
parting from its respects for tho rights of SpaiD^ 
and even consultin:^ the honor of thai state^ un- 
equal, as she theo was, to the task of suppressing 
the intrusive estahlishment, was impelled by the 
paramount prineipk' of self-preservatiouy to res- 
cue its own rights from the impeufling danger. 
Hence the United States in the yea^ 1810, pro- 
ceeding step by step^aecording to the growing ex* 
igences of the time, took possession of the coun- 
try* in which the stj^ndard of independence had 
Wen dispiaj'edy excepting such places as were 
held by a Spanish force In the year I8II9 they 
authorised their president, by law, provisionally 
to accept of the possession of East Florida from 
the local authoiitles, or to pre-occupy it against 
the attemptDf a foreign powei to seize it. Inl$lS^ 
they obtained the possession of Mobile, the only 
place then held by a Spanish force in West Florida; 
with a view to their own immediate security, but 
without varying the questions depending between 
them and Spain, in relaticsn to that provime.— 
And in the year 1914, the American commander^ 
acting under the sanction of the Taw of nations^ 
but unauthorised by the orders of his government, 
drove from Pensacola the British troops, who, in 
violation of the neutral territory of Spain, (a vio- 
lation which Spain ii is believed must herself re- 
sent, and would have resisted, if the opportunity ^ 
had oecured,) seized and fortified that station, to, 
aid in military operations against the United 
States. But all these measures of safety and ne- 
cessity were franS^ly explained, as they occurred, 
to the government pf Spain, and even to the gov- 
ernment of Great Britain, anteeodently to tbo 
declaration of war, with the sinocrest assurances, 
t^aUhe posse8$ion of the territory thus acquin*^^ 
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^^jsheiik) not oease to be a subjeel of (riendfy im^ 
g&oiHtioB aiKl adjustment."* 

!Phe pi esent review of Ibe eeodliot of the Wniteft 
Sta es, tow>ards ttie belKgeroat powoiis of KHropQ, 
mil be regarded hy e^ery eandid niad^ as a i^* 
eessary medium to viDdieato thek^ natioaa) ebavi- 
aetev ft'om (he unjaerited itnjHitatfoos of the pvioee 
regent'^ declaration of the loithof Jaauai^) 1^1^ 
and not as a medium voluntarily assnmfd, atecorA» 
ing to the insinuations of tfeat deelaration^ it>r thet 
revh^al of anwertby prfjudiire^, or vindielive pas- 
sions, in reference to ti!ansaetion» that are past* 
l^e treaty of Amiens^ vihMi seemed to termin^ 
ate the virar in Europe, seemed also to terminato 
the neutral sufiVrings of Amet-toa ; but the hope 
of repose v^as. in both respects, ^elu^ive and tra-ft- 
stent. The bpstilifiestbat were renewed betMfeon 
Great Britain and Fraoee^ in the year ±8%Sf vyere 
immediately followed b; the renewal of theag- 
l^essioQs of the belligereni powere^ upon tlie com- 
inereial rights/andpolilieal independence of ih» 
United States. There was searoely* therefore^ 
an interval separatii^g tlie aggressions of the first 
^ar, from the aggressions of the second: was j 
and althouglh in natnrcj the aggresstoas eantiaat 

:|:See the letter from the secretaryof state to- governor 
Clhiborne, and the prodamation dated the* ^th. of Qgi' 
tober^ 1^<?5^ 

S^e the prfM:eedin^ of the c^Diyvention oi F4orict% . 
tBansmitted totb« secretary, oj i^tcilLe, byllve goyemmen^ 
of the MaasisAippi lercitpr^y^ ifi hU letter of the 17th of 
Qet^J^r, l&^Q.V and'the anp^wer o? the secretary of 
state, tlatedfjtii?^ \4K\ o£ Njovember, 1810 : 

^e ^l^e i^ter of Mr. Morier, British chaj'gc de af- 
faire^,, ta the 6ipQr<^lj*ry of stale, dated the 15th of I)e- 
•em.U^?;^ ,1 8 10,.andtb.e secretary's ansver : 

Seethe correspondence between Mrv Monroe, afid' 
Mr. Foster, the Btitish minister, in the months of July, 
September, a^ Novembort 181 1. 
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cd to be the same^ in extent they beeame iBcaloH- 
lablj more destractire. It will be seen, however, 
that the American government, inflexibly main- / 
tained its neutral and paeifle policy, in every ex- ^ 
tremty of the latter trial, with the same good 
feith and forbearance, that, in the former (rial, 
bad distinguished its eonduct ; until it was com- 
pelled to choose, from the alternative of national 
degradation, or national resistance. And if Great 
Britain alone then beeame the object of the A^ 
Bierican declaration of war, it will be seen, that 
Great Britain alone, had obstinately closed the 
door of amicable negociation. 

The American minister at London, anticipat- 
ing the rupture between Great Britain and France, 
had obtained assurances from the British govern- 
ment, ** that, in the event of war, the instructions 
given to their naval officers should be drawn up 
with plainness and precision ; and, in general, 
that the belligerents should be exercised in mod- 
eration, and with due respect to those of neu- 
trals.''* And in relation to the important sub- 
ject of impressment, he had actually prepared for 
ftignatire, with the assent of lord Hawesbiiry and 
lord St. Vincent, a convention to continue during 
five years, declaring that <^ no seaman, nor sea- 
faring ferson,^ should, upon the high seas, and 
without the jurisdiction of either party, be de- 
manded or taken out of any ship or vessel, be- 
longing to the citizens or subjects of one of the 
parties, by the public or private armed ships, or 
men of war, belonging to, or in the service of, the 
other party ; and that strict orders should be giv- 
en for the due observance of the engagement.''^ 

*See the letter of Mr. King, to the secretary of state, 
dated the 1 6th of May, 1 805. 

fSee the letter of Mr. Kingi to the secretary of state, 
dated July, 1803, 

D 
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This convention^ whieh fx{dieft]y relinquiBhed 
impressments from American vessels on the higtl 
seas9 an(t to which the British ministers had» at 
first, agreed, lord St. Vincent was desirous after- 
wards to modify, ** staling, that on further rtflee- 
tioQ, he was of opinion, that the narrow seas 
should be expressly excepted, they haying been^ 
as his lordship remarked, immemoriaily consider- 
ed to be within the dominion of Great Britain.'^ 
The American minister however, " having sup- 
posed, from the tenor of his conversations with 
lord St. Yincent, that the doctrine of mare elan- 
sum would not be revived against the United 
States on this occasion ; but that England would 
be content, with the Jimited jurisdiction, or do- 
minion, over the seas adjacent to her territoriei^y 
which is assigned by the law of nations to other 
states, was disappointed, on receiving lord St. 
Vincent's communication ; and chose rather to 
abandon the negoctation,' than to aeqaiesee in the 
doctrideit proposed to establish.*'* But it was 
still some satisfaction to receive a formal declar- 
ation from the British government, communicat- 
ed by its minister at Washington, after the re- 
eommcBeement of the war in Europe, which pro- 
mised in effect to reinstate th^ practice of naval 
blockades^ tfpon the principles of the law of na- 
tions | so that no blockade should be considered 
as existing, << unless in respect of particular ports 
which might be actually invested ; and, then, that 
the vessels bound to «euoh ports should not beeap- 

*See the letter of Mr. King to the secretary of state, 
dated July, 1803. 
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iurci, wless thej had previously been warned 
nojt to cnUv them."* 

All the precautions of the Ameriean govern- 
»ient were, nevertheless, ineffectual, and the as- 
surances of the British government were, in no 
insiance, verified. The outrage of impressnaent 
>vas again and indiseriminately perpetrated upon 
the crew of every American vessel, and on every 
$ca. The enormity of blockades, estiij[>lished by . 
an order in council, wit,hout the applieation of a 
competent fdrce, was, more and more developed. 
The rule, denominated " the rule of the war of 
1756," was revived ia an afieeted style of moder- 
ation, but in a spirit of more rigorous ekecution.f 
The lives, the liberty, the fortunes and the hap- 
piness of the citizens of the United States, engag-^ 
«d in the pursuits of navigatiSn and commerce^' 
Were once more subjected to the violence and cu- 
pidity of the British cruizers. And, in brief, so 
.grioTouSf.so intolerable, had' the afflictions of the 
nation become, that the people with one mind, alid 
ene voice, called loudly on their government, for 
l«dress.and protection ;\ the congress of the Uni- 
ted States, participating in the feelings and re- 
sentment of the time, urged npon the executive 
magistrate^ the necessity of an immediate demand 

•SeiB l^e letter of Mr. Merry to the secretary of 
state, th« 12th of April, 1804, and the enclosed copy of 
a letter from Mr. Nepean, the secretary of the admi- 
rality, to Mr. Hammond, the British under secretary of 
state of foreign affairs, dated January 5, 1804. 

J See the orders in council of the 24th of June, 1803, 
the 17th of August, 1805. 
tSee the memorials of Boston, New- York, Phila- 
delphia, Baltimore, &c. presented to congress in the 
cfnd of the year 1 805, and the beginning of the year 1 806. 
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of reparation from Great Britain ;« vhile tli« 
same patriotic spirit, wliieh had opposed British 
usurpation in 1795, and encountered French hos-- 
tUit^^ In 1798, ¥fas again pledged, in every variety 
of forQ>, to the maintenance of the national honor 
and independenee, during the more arduous trial 
that arose in 1805. 

Amidst the scenes of injustice on the one band, 
and of reclamation on the other, the American 
^ government preserved its equanimity and its firm^ 
ness. It beheld much in the conduct of France, 
and of her ally, Spain, to provoke reprisals. It 
beheld more in the conduct of Great Britain, 
that led unavoidably (as had often been avoided) 
to the last resort of arms. It beheld in the tem- 
per of the nation, all that vras requisite to justify 
an immediate selection of Great Britain, as the 
object of a declaration of ivar. And it could not 
but behold in the policy of France, the strongest 
motive to acquire the United States, as an asso- 
ciate in the existing conflict. Yet, these consid- 
erations did not tben, more than at any former 
crisis, subdue the fortitude, or mislead the judg- 
ment, of the American government ; but in per- 
fect consistency vi'ith its neutral, as iveli as its pa- 
cific system, it demanded atonement, by remon- 
strances mih France and Spain ; and it sought 
the preservation of peace, . by negoeiatidft vrith 
Great Britain. ' ' 

1 has been shown, that a treaty proposed, em- 
phatically, by the British minister, resident at 
Philadelphia, ** as the means of drying up every 
source of complaiDt and irritation, upon the head 
of impressment," was <' deemed utterly iuadmis* 

§See the resolutions of the Senate of tlie United 
States, of the 10th and 14th of February, 1806 ; and 
t\ie resolution of the house of representatives of the 

United States. 
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siUe" by the Ameriean gov«rnnieiit« beeanse it 
did not sufficientljr provide for that olgect.^ It 
has; alsQy been shawD, that another treaty^ pro- 
posed by the American minister at London^ ^^as 
laid aside, because the British go?erfiment» ivhilo 
it i^as willing to relinquish^ expressly, impress- 
meiits from American vessels, on the high seas, 
insisted upon an exception, in reference to the 
narrow seas, claimed as a part of the British do- 
Buuion : and experrenco demonstrated, that al- 
though the spoliations committed upon the Amer- 
ican conimeree, might admit of repacation, by 
the pa^'ment of a pecuniary equivalent ; yet, con- 
sulting the honor, and the feelings of the nation, 
it was impossible to receive satisfaction for the 
ciruekies of impressment, by any other means, 
than by an entire dise^ntinuanee of the practice. 
^VheD, therefore, the envoys extraordinary were 
appointed in the jearlSdO, to uegoeiate with the 
British government, every authority was given, 
for the purposes of conciliation ; nay, an act of 
Congress, prohibiting the importation of certain, 
articles of British manufacture into the United 
States, was suspended, in proof of a friendly dis- 
position f j but it was declared, that ** tbo sup- 
pression of impressment, and the definition of 
blockades, were absolutely indispensable ^'* and 
that, << without a provision against impressments, 
BO treaty should be concluded.'^ The American 
envoys accordingly, took care to commuiueate to 

*See Mr. Listonjs letter to the secretary of state, 
dated the 4th of Februaiy, 1800 ; and the letter of Mr. 
Pickering, secretary of state, to the president of the 
Urited Stites, dated the 20th of February, 1800. 

fSee the act of Congress, passed the 18th day of 
April, 1806; and tfce act suspending it, passed the 
l?th of December, 1806. 
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the British oommissioners, the limitations of their 
powers. ^ InflueDeed, at the sane time, by a sin- 
cere desire to tertninate the differences betweea 
the two nations ; knowing the solicitude of their 
goTernment, to relieve its seafaring oitiz^ens from 
actual sufferance ; listening with eonfidenoe, ta 
assurances and explanations of the British com- 
missioners, in a sense favorable to their wishes f 
and judging from a state of informationy tliatgave 
Ho immediate cause to doubt the sufficiency of 
those assurances and explanations ; the envoys^ 
rather than terminate the negeciation without 
any arrangement) were willing to rely on the ef^ 
fieacy of a subsi itttte, for a positive article in tho 
treaty, to be submitted to the consideration of 
theirgovemment, as this, according to the dec-' 
laration of tiifc British commissioners, was tha 
only arrangement, they were permitted at that 
time, to propose or to allow. The substitute was 
presented in the form of a note from the Briti^ 
commissioners to the American emvoys, and con^ 
tained a pledge, ^< that instructions I^d been giv- 
en, and should be repeated and enforced, for the • 
observance of the greatest caution in the impres- 
sing of Biitish seamen ; that the strictest care 
should be taken to preserve the citizens of the 
United States from any molestation or injury ; 
and that immediate and prompt redress should ba 
afforded, upon any representation of injury sus- 
tained by them.*** 

Inasmuch, however, as' the treaty contained no 
provision against impressment, and it was seen by 
the government, when the treaty was under con- 
sideration for ratification, that the pledge con- 
tained in the substitute was not complied with, 
but, on the contrary, that the impressments wero 

•See the note of the British comBU«uoner8> dated 
•tkof NoYember^ 1806. 



AMERICAN EXPOSfe. 43 

^Mtinaodi with undimiDisbed violencci ii the A- 
meriean seas, so long after the alledged date of 
theinstrnetions^ \irhieh were to arrest tliem ; that 
the practical ineffioaey of the substitute could not 
be doubted by the governiDent here, the ratifica- 
tioQ of the treaty was necessarily declined ; and 
it has since appeared, that after a change in the 
British ministry had taken place, it was declared 
by the secretary for fiireign affairs, that no en-* 
gagements were entered into, on the part of his 
majesty, as eonneeted with the treaty, except such 
as appear upon the faee of it«* 

The American government, bowcTcr, with un- 
abating solicitude for peace, urged an immediate 
renewal of the negoeiations on the basis of the 
abortire treaty, until this course was peremptorily^ 
declared, by the British goYemnent, tobe*<whol. 
ly inadmissible.'^f 

But, independent of the silence of the proposed 
treaty, upon the great topic of American com- 
plaint, and of the view which has been taken of 
the projeeted substitute $ the contemporaneous 
deelaration of the British commissioners, deliv- 
ered by the command of their- sovereign, and to 
which the American envoys refused to make 
themselves a party, or to give the slightest de- 
gree of sanotion, was regarded by the American 
goivemment, as ample cause of rejection. In 
reference to the French decree, which had been 
issued at Berlin, on the 21st of November, 1806, 
it was declared that if France should carry the 
threats of that decree into execution, and if 
^< neutral nations, contrary to all expectation, 
should acquiesce in such usurpations, his majesty 
might, probably, be compelled, however relue- 

•See Mr. Canning's letter tpthc American enyoys^ 
dated 27th October 1807. 
tSee the same letter. 
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taRtly,t6 retaliate, in his just defence, and to 
adopt, in regard to the coinmeree of neutral na- 
tions> with liis enemies, the same measures, whioh 
those nations should have permitted to be enforc- 
ed, against their commerce with his subjects ;'' 
<< that his majesty could not enter into the stipu- 
lations of the present treaty, without an explana- 
tion from the United States of their intentions, 
or a reservation on the part of his majesty, iq 
the case above mentioned, if it should ever occur," 
and ^* that without a formal abandonment, or tac- 
it relinquishment of the unjust pretensions of 
France } or without such^ conduct and assuran-. 
ces upon the part of the United States, as should 
give security to his majesty, that they would not 
submit to the French innovations, in the estab- 
lished system of maritime law, his majesty would 
not consider himself bound by the present signa- 
ture of^iis commissioners, to ratify the treaty, or- 
precluded IVom adopting such measures as might 
seem necessary for counteraeting the designs of 
the enemy."* 

The reservation of a power, to invalidate a sol- 
emn treaty, at the pleasure of one of the parties 
and the menaces of inflicting punishment upon 
the United States, for (he offences of another na- 
tion, proved, in the event, a prelude te the sc< nes 
of violence, which Gi eat Britain was then about 
to display) and which it would have be^n improp- 
er for the American negociators to anticipate. 
For, if a commentary were wanting to explain 
the real design of such conduct* it would be found 
in the fact, that within eight days from the date 
of the treaty, and before it was possible for the 
British government to have known the effect of 

♦See the note of the British coromissioners dated the 
3 1 St December, 1 806. Se^- also the tmswer oi Messrs. 
Monroe and Pinkney to that note. 
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tlie Berlin deeree on the Amerieaii gOTernmeiit ; 
nskjf even before the Amerieah government had 
Itself heard of that deeree, the destruction of 
Aiaeriean eommeree was eommenced by the order 
in council of the 7th of Janoarjf 1S07» wbieh an- 
Bonneed^ <f that no vessel should be permitted to 
trade from one port toanother^ both which ports 
should belong to, or be in possession of Fr^nee, 
, or her allies : or should be so far under their 

I control, as that British vessels might not trade 

freely thereat.'^* 

' During the whole period of this negociation, 
which did not finally close until the British gov- 
ernment declared, in the month of October, 1807^ 
that negociation waiet no knger admissible, the 
course pursued by the British squadron, stationed 
more immediately on the American coast, was in 
^ the extreme,/ vexatieus, predatory and hostile. 

I The territorial jurisdiction of the United States, 

J extending, upon the principles of the law of na- 

I tions, at least a leaguu over the adjacent ocean, 
j was totail.v disregarded and contemned. Vessels 

- employed in the coasting trade, or in the i>osi« 

ncHs of the pilot and the fisherman, were objects 
; of incessant violence ; their petty cargoes wero 
plundered ; and some of their scanty crews were 
often, either impressed, or wounded, or killed, by 
the force of British frigates.^-British ships of 
war hovered, in warlike displav, upon the ooast ; 
blockaded the ports of the United States, so that 
no vessel could enter or depart in safety ; pene- 
trated the bays and rivers, and even anchored in 
. the harbors, of the United States, to exercise a 
jurisdiction of impressment; threatened the 
towns and villages with conflagration ; and wan- 
tonly discharged musketry, as well as cannon, up- 
on the inhabitants of an open^ and unprotected 

♦Sec the order m eouncii of January 7, 1807. 
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•ountry. The neuttfUity of the AmerkaQ tcrri^oi^ 
was ▼iolaled on every oeeasion : aad, m lubu (iie 
American go verQiment was doomed lo suffer ibe 
greatest indignity which ooald be ofiei*ed to a siov- 
eivignand indcpen^^ent natioiif in the ever memor- 
able attack ot* a BHtish fifty gun ship, under the 
eourrte nance of the British squad ron, anchored 
within the waters i»f the Uniled H(aiejf, upon (ko 
frigate Chesapeake, peaceably prosecuting a dis- 
tant voyage. The British government affecied, 
from time to time, to disap]>rdve and condemn 
these outrages ; but the officers who perpetrated 
them were generally applauded 5 if tried, thej 
were acquitted ; if removed from the Atnerioan 
station, it was only to be promotcid in another 
station ; and if atonement w^e offered, as in )he: 
flagrant instanee of the frigate Cliesapeake, the 
atonement was so ungracious in the manner, and* 
M^lardy in the result, as to betray the want of 
that eoneiliatory spirit whieh ought to have char- 
aeterized it.* 

But the American government, soothing the 
exasperated spirit of the people, by a proclama- 
tion which interdicted the entrance of all British 
armed vessels, into the harbors and waters ol'the* 
United States,f neither commenced hostilities a- 
gainst Great Britain ; nor sought a defensive al- 
liance with France ; nor related in its firm, but 
oonciliatory, efforts, to enforce the claims of jus- 
tice, upon the honor of hoth nations. 

♦See the evidence of these facts reported to con- 
gress in November 1806. 

See the documents respecting captain Love, of the 
Driver ; captain Whitby, of the Leander. 

See, also, the correspondence respecting the frigate 
Chesapeake, with Mr. Ca'nning, at London ; with Mr. 
Rose, at Washington; with Mr. Lrskine, at Wash-' 
ington. 

tSee the proclamation of the 2d of July, 1807. 
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Tlie rival ambitian of Greal Brilain and Franee, 
BO\f fhowereryapproatfhed the eoasummatioiiywhiisb 
ipvolving the ilestruction of all neutral rigliis, 
upon an avowed priaeiple «if aotioii5 eould not fail 
to fender an aetusd state (^ war, eemparatWelj^^ 
more safe, and more prosperous, than the iraagi- 
Bury state of peace, to which neutrals were re- 
duced. The just and impartial eonduet of a neu^ 
tral nation, ceased to be its shield, and its safie* 
guard, when the conilnctof the belligerent powers 
towards each other became the only criterion of 
the law of war. The wrong committed by one 
of the belligerent powers was thus made the sig* 
nal for the pei'in;! ration of a i^re^ti^r wrong 1^ 
the other ; and if the American govepoment eom» 
plained to both powers^ their uufiWf^r, although it 
never denied the cAines of conipiauU, invariably 
retorted an idip aud uffe naive inquiry, iato the 
priority of their reijpective aggrijssbns ; or eaoh 
demanded a course of resistance against its antag- 
onist, which was calculated to prostrate the A« 
meriean government and eocrco theiJniled States^ 
against their interest and their poHcy, into be- 
coming an associate in the war. But the Amer- 
tean government never did, and never fan, admits 
that a belligerent power, " in taking steps to re- 
strain the violence of its enemy, and to retort 
upon them the evils of their own injustice,*'* is 
entitled to disturb and to destroy, the rights of a 
neutral power, as reeogniaed and established, by 
the law of nations. It was impossible indeedf 
that the real features of the miscalled retaliatory 
system should be long masked from the world ; 
^hen Great-Britain, even in her acts of profes- 
sed retaliation, declared, that France was unable 
to execute the hostile denunciations of her de- 
crees;! and when Great Britain herself a nblush- 

♦Sec the or lers in council ofthe 7th of January, 1807. 
i tSee the orders in council of the 7th of January, 1 507. 
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ingly entered into the same comtneree vrlih her 
enemy (through the medium of forgeries^ perju- 
riest and lieenses) from which she had ioterdie* 
ted unoffending neutrals* The pride of naval su- 
periority ; and the eravings of commercial mo*- 
iiopoly ; gave^ after all, the impulse and direction 
to the councils of the British cabinet ; while tiie 
vast, although visionaryy projects of France, fur- 
niched occasions and pretexts, for accomplishing 
the objects of those councils. 

The British minister resident at Washington in 
the year 1804, having distinctly reeognijsed, in 
the name of his sovereign, the legitimate princi^ 
pies of blockade, the American government re- 
ceived with some surprise and solicitude, the suc- 
cessive n'^tifications of the 9th of August ISM^ 
the 8th of April, 1866, and more particularly, 
of the 16th of May, 1806, announcing by the last 
notification,^^ a blockade of the coast,- rivers and 
ports from the river Elbe to the port of Brest^ 
both inclusive.'*! In none of the notified instances 
of blockade, were the principles, that had been 
recognized in 1804, adopted and pursued, and it 
will be recolleoted by all Kurope, that neither at 
tho time of, the notification of the 16th of May, 
1806 ; nor at the time of excepting the Elbe and 
Ems, from the operation of that notification '^^ 
nor at any other time during the continuance of 
the French war, was there an adequate naval 
force, actually applied by Great Britain, for the 
purpose of maintaining a blockade, from the river 

fSee lord Harrowby's note to Mr. Monroe, dated the 
9th of August, 1804, and Mr. Fox's notes to Mr. Mon- 
roe, dated respectively the 8th of April, and the l6th 
of May, 1806. 

tSee lord Howick's note to Mr. Monroe, dated the 
?5th September, 1806. 
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Elbe, to the portof Brc^r. It vas tJven in the 
Iflfiguage of the day, "a mere papir J*kK?kade j'' 
» manrest infraetioo of the Jaw oi' naUor.s ,• and 
nn act of peeuliar iojuaticc to ihe Uuited States, 
%B the mly nentral power, u^imt which it woujd 
practically operate. But whaieyer may have 
been the seofie of the American goveroiiient on 
tbeooeafiioQ j and whatever might be the tlispo- 
«iCioii, to avoid makiag ibis tbegroui^d olaa ajicn 
capture with Great £citai(), the ^ase ^suuied a 
oharaeterof the highest interest, when iiidepen- 
llent of Its own inJ4triou» coasequences, Fianeo 
m the BerUn decree of the 21st of Aovcmber, 
iS06, lecitPiI as a cliief eatise for placiug tiw 
British Manda in a state of bluckudt% •* that 
Grc at Britain declares blockaded, jdaecK before 
wtiiiib she has Dot a singte vessd ol" war j and 
i^ven places which bei- utifted ibrces woald be iii^ 
xjapable of blockading ; m^h as entire eosis(s,and 
a w^boJe eftipiic ; an untquailrd abase of ibe riffht 
«r blockade, tbat bad no other object, than to in-'' 
teirupt tbeconiinaiiicaljofls of diiii i-t^f^t uaOons • 
^od to eiEtend the eounnei^ and indiuti-y of tnis! 
land, upon the ruin of tho3e natioos/'* The JL 
mericao government aims not, arid never has 
aimed at the juitifieatipn, either of Great Brit- 
^norof France, in their career pf ^jrimination 
W* recrimioatian ; bu* it ia of some importanee 
*to observe, that if the Uoekade of JUay 1806 
va5 an unlawful blockade, and if the right of re* 
tahation arose with the first unlawful altaok, 
»ad.^ by a belligerent power upon neutral riirhts! 
iireat Britmn has yet to answer to jnankindf ac 
«rdi«g to the rule of he^ own adcnS.ieig«ent 
^r aU the oalamitieaof tie retaliatory wLfare 
France whetber^rigbt, w" 5»»^poi!ig, made the Brit! 

•^Seetht^B^Bn decree ofthcS^t November, i«05. 
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ish system of blockade, llie foundation of the 
Berlin decree ; and France had an equal riglit 
with Great Britain (o demand from the United 
States^ an opposition to every encroachment uponi 
the privileges of the neutral character. It is 
enough, however, on the present occasion, for the 
American government, to observe, that it posses- 
sed no power to prevent the framing of the Ber- 
lin decree, and to^disclaim any approbation of its 
principles, or acquiescence in its operations : for 
it neither belonged to Great Britain nor to France 
to prescribe to the American government, the 
time or the mode, or the degree of resistance, to 
the indignities, and the outrages, with which each 
of those nations in its turn assailed the United 
States. 

But it has been shown, that after the British 
government possessed a knowledge of the exist- 
ence of the Berlin decree, it authorized the con- 
clusion of the treaty with the United States 
which was signed, at London, on the Slst of De- 
cember, 1806, reserving to itself the power of 
annulling the treaty, if France did not revoke, 
OP if the United States, as a neutral power, did 
not resist, the obnoxious nr^easure. It has, also, 
been shown, that before Great Britain could pos- 
sibly ascertain the determination of the United 
States, in relation to the Berlin decree, the orders 
in council of the 7th of January, 1807, were issu- 
ed, professing to be a retaliation against France, 
" at a time when the fleets of France and her al- 
lies were themselves confined within their own 
ports, by the superior valor and discipline of the 
British nayy,'^* but opeFating,i« fact,against the 
United States, as a neutral power, to prohibit 
their trade « from a due port to another, both 

*Sec the order in council of the 7th of January, 
1807. 
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%bich p^rts sliould belong to, or be in the posses- 
#ion ofy France or ber allies, or should be so far 
under their controls^ as that British vessels might 
,not trade freclj thereat.*''**' it remains, however, 
to be stated, that it was not until the I2th of 
March, 1807, thai the British minister, then re- 
biding at Washingtonr communicated to the A- 
merican g^Vernmeat, in the name of his sove- 
reign, the orders in council of January, 1807, 
with an intimation, that stronger measure^ would 
be pursued, unless the United States should ve- 
ftist the operations of the Berlin decree.f At (he 
moment, the British government was reminded, 
<* that within the period of those great events^ 
which continued to agitate Europe, instance* had 
occurred, in which the comroeree of neutral na- 
tions, more especially of the United States, had 
experienced the severest distresses from its own 
orders and measures, manifestly unauthorized bj^ 
the law of nations f^ assurances were givcn^ 
** that no culpable acquiescence on the part of 
the United States would render them accessary to 
the proceedings of one belligerent nation, through 
their rights of neutrality^ against the commerce 
of its adversary ; and the right of Great Britain 
to issue such orders, unless as orders of blockade, 
ii) be enforced according to the Jaw of nations, 
was utterly d«nied4 

This candid and explicit avowal of the^ senti- 
ments of the American government, upon an occa* 
sion, so novel ami important in the history of na- 
tions, did not, however, make its just impression 
upon the British cabinet ; for, without assigning 

*5ee the order in couacil of the 7th of January, 
1807. 

tSee Mr. Ei'skine's letter to the secretary of state, 
dated the 12th of March, 1807. 

4:See the secretary of state's letter to Mr. Erskine,, 
datec^the 20th of March, 1807. 
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My new provooalion on the part of FirftMOf nril 
oooi plain] og, merely, that neutral powers had not 
been indueccl t^ interpose, with effect, to obtain 
ftrevoeation of the Berlin decree, (wfaiehf howey* 
tf. Great Britain had affirmed to be a deerei 
nominal and inoperatire) the orders in eotmeil of 
the 11th November, 1807, were issued, deelaring^ 
^* that all the ports and places of France and her 
allies, or of any other country at war with his 
majesty, and all other ports or places in Europe^ 
from wh'ch although not at war with his majesty^ 
the British flag was excluded, and all ports Qt 
|>laces in the eolonies belonging to his majesty^i 
enemies, should, from thenceforth, be subjec^t td 
the san&c restrictions, in point of trade and navi*' 

fation, as iftbesame were actually blockaded hf 
is majesty's naval forces, in the most strict wm 
rigarows maiwer :^' that "all trade in articfetf 
which were the produce or manufacture of the 
said countries or colonies, should be deemed and 
eonsidered to be unlawful :** but that neutral ves- 
sels should stiH be permitted to trade with 
France from certain free ports, or throii^ 
ports and plaoes of the British dominions.'*^ 
To aeeept the lawful enjoyment of a right, 
n% the grant of a superior,; to prosecute a 
lawftil commerce under the forms of favor and 
indulgence; and to pay a tribute to Great-Brit- 
ain, for the priviTege of a lawful transit on the 
ocean ; were concessions, which Great Britain 
was disposeil, insidiously, to exact, by an appeal 
to the eupi<)ity of iRdividua}s,Jbut which the U- 
nif ed States could never yield ; consistently with 
the independenee and sovereignty of the nation. 
The orders in eonneil were, therefore, altered in 

♦S^ the orders in council of the 1 1th of Novem- 
hcr, 1807. 
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tbvB respeety at a gabsequcnt period ;* bat the 
general iDierdict of neutral commerecy applying^ 
Mere especiallj to American oommeree^ was ob- 
stinatelj maintained^ against'all the force of rea^ 
son^ of remonstraneet and of protestation, em- 
ployed by the Ameriean governnrrent, when the 
subject was presented to its coiisidera'tion, by the 
British minister residing at Washington. The 
fact assumed as the basis of the orders in council 
was unequivocalJy disowned^i ind it was demon- 
strated, that so far from its being true* ^» that the 
United Stales had acquiesced in (he illegal ope- 
ration of the Berlin decree, it was not eren true 
that at the date of ibe British orders of the 11th 
of November, 1807, a single application of that 
decree to the commerce of the United States, on 
the high seas, could have been tnown to ttie 
British, government ;" while the British govern* 
ment had b«*cn officially informed by the Ameri^ 
can minister at London, " that explanations, un- 
contradicted by any overt act, had been given te 
the American minister at Paris,, which justified a 
reliance that the French <lecree would not be put 
in force against the United States.''! 

The British orders of the 11th of November,^ 
1807, were quickly followe<i by the Frelich de- 
cree of Milan, datedthe 17th of Decemher, 1807, 
<* which was^ said to be n, sorted to, only in just 
retaliation of tho barbarous system adopted by 
England,'' and in whioh the denaJtionalizing ten- 
dency of the orders, is made the fouudation of a 
declaration J n* the decree,. <^ that exery ship to 

•See Mr. Canning's letter to Mr. Pinkney, 23d Feb- 
ruary, 1808. 

fSce Mr. Erskin^^s letter to tj^ secretary of state, 
Aatecl22d of February^ 1808; alPVthe ^pnswer of tiic 
aecriatary of state,, dated the 35th of March,. 1808, 
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Vhatievfr nation it might bi^Iong, that should havei 
fttbmitted to be searched bj an English ship, or 
to a Voyage to England, or should have paid any 
tax whatsoever to the English goyerniiient^ was 
therehy^andfortfaat alone^ dedared to be defia- 
tionalized) to have forfeited the proteetion of ita 
sovereign, and to have become English property, 
subject to capture as good and lawful prize : that 
the British Islands were placed in a state of Mock* 
ade, both by sea and laad-«^and every ship, t)f 
whatever nation, or whatever the nature of its 
oargo might be, that sails from the ports of £ng« 
land, or those of the English colonies, and of the 
countries occupied by English ti'oops, and pro- 
eeeding to England, or to the English colonies, 
or to countries oeenpied by English troops, should 
he good and lawful prize : but the provisions of 
the decree should be abrogated and null, in fact, 
as soon as the English should abide again by, the 
pi4noiples of the law of nations, which are, also, 
theprineiplesof jostiee andhonor/^4p ii^ oppo- 
sition, however, to the Milan decrecf, as well as^ 
to the Berlin decree, the American government 
strcHttously and uneeasin^ employed every in^ 
strunient except the instrument of war. It aot- 
ed precisely towards France^ as it acted towards^ 
Great Britain en similar occasions ; bnt Frunee 
remained, for a time, as insensible to the claims 
of justice and honor, as Great Britain, each imi- 
tating the other, in extravagance of pretensions^ 
and in obstinacy^^of purpose. 

When the American govem.ment Teceired int- 
telUgenee, that the orders of the 11th of Novem- 
ber, 1807, had been under the consideration of the 
British cabinet, and were actuatiy pr^par^d for 
promulgation, j'^jl^ anticipated that France, in 

"^See the-Milmiidecrce of the 17th of December, 

1807. 
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• eealotts proMcution of the retaiittdry vnatnT^ 
would soon prodttco an aet of^ at least, cqiial in* 
jttstiee and hostility. The crisis existed, there^ 
lure, at wirioh the United States vfere eonipelie4 
to deeide either to withdraw their seafaring eiti- 
sens, and their commereial wealth from the o^ 
eeaa, or to Icare the interests of the mariner ai^ 
the merchant exposed t^ eei'tain destraetion ; or 
to engage in open and aetive war, for the protec- 
tion and defence of those interests. The princi- 
ples iind the habits of the Amerioan gofernment^ 
were stili disposed to neutrality and peace. In 
weighing the nature and the amount of ^the ag- 
gressions, which had i)ee» perpetrated, or which 
were threat<;tM!id, if there were amy preponderance 
t# deterntine the balance, a^nst one of the bei« 
ligerent powers, rather than the other, as thW ob- 
ject of a declaration of war ; it was againsi 
Ckmit-Britaiu, at least, upon the Tital interests 
<kf impresmneat ; and the obfioss^ superiority of 
her nayal meana of Mmoyance. The French de^ 
iirees were, indeed, as obnoxious in their formic 
tioa and design as the British orders ; but the 
gUfemmeat of France oiaimed and exercised no 
#i^ht of ini|»essment ; and the ynraritinte spoli- 
ations of France were eomparatiteiy restricted 
aot only by her own weakness on the ocean, but 
hj the constant and pervading vigilance of the 
fleete of her enennv. The difficulty of selection ; 
theindtscretlon of encountering, at once, both ctf 
the oflTeading powers ; and, above all, tlie hope of 
an early retom of jnstiee, under the dispensations 
of the ancient public law, prevailtd in tite coun* 
«9a of liio American govemmint f ami it was r«- 
s<dved to attempt the preservation of its neutral- 
ity and its peace ; of its eitSzes^ and its resourc- 
es ; by a voluntary suspension ^ the commerce 
•ttd navigation of the United States. If is true, 
that for the ninor eiitrages eonunitted^ nnder the 
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pretext of <lie rule of the war of 1756, the eitfc^ 
zens ef every denomination had demanded fi*om 
their government, in tlie year 1805, protection 
and redress; it is true, that for the unparalleled 
enormities of 1807, the citizens pf every denom- 
ination again demanded protection and redress : 
but it is also, a truth, conclusively estahlished by 
every manifestation of the sense of the American 
people, as well as of their government, that any 
honorable means of protection and redress, were 
preferred to tiie last resort of arras. The Amer- 
ican governipent might honorably retire, for a 
time, from a scene of confiiet and collision ; but 
it cottld no longer, with honor, permit its flag to 
be insulted, its citizens to be enslaved, and its 
property to be plundered, on the high way of na^ 
tions» 

Under these impressions, the restrictive System 
of the United States, was introduced. In Decem- 
ber, 1807, an embargo was imposed upon jrtl A- 
jneriean vessels and merchandise ;* on princi- 
ples siuular to those,, which originated and regu- 
lated the embargo lat¥, authorised to be laid by 
the president of the I nited St^es, in the year 
1794 : but soon afterwards, in the genuine spirit 
of the policy, that prescribed the measure, it was 
declared by law* *• that in the event of such peaee, 
or suspension of hostilities, f>etween the belliger- 
ent powers of Furope, or such changes in their 
measures affecting neutral eomm< rce, as might 
render that of the United States safe. In the 
judgment of the president of the United States^ 
be was authorised to suspend the embargo, in 
whole or in part/'f The pressure of the embarg» 

♦See the act of congress passed the 22d December 
1807. • 

tSee the act of congress passed the Ut day of JMarcbjr, 
X«09. 
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miB tfamgfatifaoweTen so leteM npw cfterf part 
of the coniiiiiQity,that tiM American gover»meiit» 
netwUbslandtBg the neutrftl oliaraoter «f thnl 
aieaBiite» determned upoo some pehixation ; and* 
aciiontiiigly» the eoabargo beiog raised^ as to all 
other nations^ a sjstena of noo^intereourse and 
Bon-importation w«s substituted in Mareht iS09f 
M to Great Britain and France, whieh prohibited 
all Yoyages to theBritlsfa or Freneh dominionsy 
and all trade in articles of British or French pro^ 
duct or manufaeture.^ But stl]) adhering to tho 
neutral and pacifie polloy of the gOTernnienty it 
was declared, << that ^e president .of the ¥nited 
States should be authorised in ense either Frarnea 
or Great Brttain, should so revoke^ or modiiyy 
ker edicts, as that they should eease to yiolate tbo 
tteutral commerce of the United States, to<dee]aM 
the same by proclamation ; after which the trado 
of the United States might be renewed with Iho 
nations so doing/'f These appeals to the j^istioo 
and the interests of the bdligeiTnt powers pror- 
kig ineffectual ; and the necessities of the country 
increasing, it was finally resolved by the Ameri* 
ean government, to take the hazards of a war } 
to revoke its restrictive system ; and to. exelndo 
British and Pk^eneh armed vessels front the bar* 
bord and waters of the United States ; but, again, 
emphatieally to announce, << that in ease eilbor 
€h*eat Britain or France should, before the Sd 
of Maroh 1811, so revoke, or modify, her edicts, 
as ibat they should cease to violate the neutral 
eommeree of the United States; and if the other 
nation should not within three months thereafter, 
so revoke, or modify, her edicts, in like manner,'' 
the provisions of the non-intcreourse and non- 

*See the 1 1th section cf the last cited" act of congress, 
f See the act of congress passed the l&t day of May, 
1809. 
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imporiatioh law shoitid^ at the expiralionof tliree 
months, be revived against the nation refusing, op 
Megleoting, to revoke or modify its edicts.^ 

in the course, which the American government 
had hitherto pursued, relative to the belligerent 
orders and decrees, the candid foreigner, as well 
as the patriotic citi2en, may perceive an extreme 
solicitude, for the preservation of peace ; but in 
the publicity, and impartialiiy, of the overture, 
that was thiis spread befoie the belligerent pow- 
ers, it is impossible, that any indication should be 
found, of foreign influence or control. The, over-- 
ture was urged upon both nations for acceptance, 
at the same time, and in the same manner ; nor 
was an. intimation withheld, from either of them, 
that " it might be regarded by the belligerent 
first accepting it, as a promise to itself, and a 
warning to its enemy.^'f Each x)f the nations, 
from the commencement of the retaliatory sys* 
tern, acknowledged, that its measures were viola- 
tions of public Taw ^ and each pledged itself to 
reCract them, whenever the other should set the 
exaraple4 Although the American government, 
therefore, persisted in its remonstrances against 
the original transgressions, without regard to the 
question of the priority, it embraced, with eager- 
ness, every hope of reconciling the interests of 
the rival powers, with the performance of the 
duty which they owed to the neutral character of 
the United States : and when the British minis- 
ter, residing at "Washington, in the year 1809, 
affirmed, in terms as plain, and as positive, as 

*Se€ the act of congress, passed the 1st day of May,. 
1810. . . 

fSee the correspondence between the secretary of 
skate, and the American ministers at London and Paris. 

tSee tlie documents laid before congress from time 
to time by the president, and printed. 
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language could supp1y« ^* that he liras auiborisecl 
to declare^ that his Britannic majesty's orders in 
<jouncil of Januarj and November, 1807, will have 
been withdrawn, as it respects the United jltates, 
on the 10th of June, 1809,'* the president of the 
United States hastened, with approved liberality, 
io accept the declaration as conclusive evidence, 
that the promised fact would exist, at the stipula- 
ted period ; and, by animmediate proclamation 
he announced, « that after the 10th of June next, 
the trade of the United States wi^h Great Britain, 
as suspended by the non-intercourse law, and by 
the acts of congress laying and enforcing an em- 
bargo, might be renewed."* The American gov 
ernment neither asked, nor received from the 
British minister, an exemplification of his ptwers ; 
an inspection of instructions 5 nor the solemnity 
of an order in council : but executed the compact 
on the part of the United States, in all the sin- 
cerity of its own intentions ; and in all the confi- 
dence, which the official act of the representative 
of his Britannic majesty, was calculated to in- 
spire. The act and the authority for the acf, 
were however, disavowed by Great Britain ; and 
an attempt was made by the successor of Ersk- 
ine, through the aid of insinuations, which were 
indignantly repulsed, io justify the British rejec- 
tion of the treaty of 1809, by referring to the A- 
merican rejection of the treaty of 1806 ; forget- 
ful of the essential points of diflPerenee, that tbo 
British government, on the former oceasion, had 
been explicitly apprized by the Amerteaa negoci- 
ators of their defect of power ^ aiHl that the exe- 

♦See the correspoiidencfe between Mr. Erskine, the 
British njinister^ aaid the secretary of state, on the 17th, 
18th, and 19th of April 1809^ and the president's 
proclamation of the last date. 



Ctttion Df tbe projeeted treaty bad si&t, ob ^iOuft 
^e, beeDieoi^iiieiieed.^ 

After tbia ^orlhre attempt te obtain a jast and 
bonogdde retoeation «f the British orders m 
ewnwy the United States ^ero i^aiii invited to 
indulge the hope of iafety and iran^idUity^ when 
the minister of France annonneed to the Ameri- 
can minister at Paris»^that m eonsideration oi'tbe 
act of the first of May, 1809, by "whiob the eon* 
^ess of the United States <* engaged to oppose 
itself (0 diat one of the belligerent powers, yrhieh 
should refuse to aeknowledge the rights of neu^ 
trals, be was authorised to deelare^ that tbede* 
^rees of Berlin and Milan were revoked, ^nd that 
atter tlie 1st of November, 1810, they would eeasd 
to have effect ; it being understood, that in cob- 
sequence of that deolai*ation9 the English should 
revoke their orders in eouneil, and renounce the 
new principles of blockade, 'which they had wish- 
ed to estfiblish | or that the United States con- 
formably to the act of congress, should cause 
their rights to be respected by tlie Knglish/^f 
This declaration delivered by the offieial organ 
of the guvcmment of France, and in the presence, 
as it were, of the French sovereign, was of the 
highest authority, according to all the rules ef 
diplomatic intercourse ; and eertajnly, far sur- 
passed any claim of credence which was posftessed 
by the British minister residing at Washkigton, 
when the arrangement of the year 1809, was ac- 
eepted and executed by the American govern- 
Bient. The prudent of the Uotted States, thore- 
Sere, ow^d to the consistency of his own charac- 
ter, and to the dictates of a sincere impattiaiity, 

^ee the correspondence hetwen the secveUwy 4i 
stati^and Mr. Jackson, the British minister. 

tSee the duke^ Cadore's letter to JMr.^;Ar»ii(veiif» 
dated the Sth of August, 1810. 
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ii prompt aceeptance ef (heFreneh overtare : and 
aceordingiyy the authoritative promise, that the 
faet should exist at the stipulai^^d period, being 
agaia admitted as oonelusivc evtdcuci^ of its exist- 
eneo, aproelamalioti was issued on the 2d of Nov- 
ember, ±8i%f ^nnouneing *^ that the edivts of 
France had been so revoked, as that they ecased 
on the first, day of the same month, to violate the 
neutral commerce of the Uit^iled States ; and that 
all the restrietions imposed by the aet of congress, 
/(honld then eease and be discontinued^ in relation 
to France and her dependeneies.""^ That France, 
from this epoeh, refrained frxim all aggressions ob 
. the high seas, or even in her own ports, upon th<| 
persons and the property of the eitizens of the 
United States, ^ever was asserted ; but on tho 
contrary, her violeaoe and her spoliations have 
been unceasing .causes of complaint. These siib- 
sequent injuries, eonstitoting a part of the exist- 
ing reclamations^ of the United States, were, al- 
ways, however^ disavowed by the French govern- 
ment ; whilst the repeal of the Berlin and Milan 
decrees has, on every occasion, been affirmed ; 
insomuch that Great Britain herself was, at last, 
cojmpelled to yield to tlie evidence of the fact. 

On the expiration of three months from the 
date of the president's proelamation, the non^in- 
tercourse and non-importation law was, of course, 
to be revived against Great IBritain, unless* dur- 
ing that period, her orders in council should be re- 
yo^d. The subjeet was, tlicrefore-, most anxious- 
ly and most steadily pressed upon the Justice and 
magnanimity of the British governinent ; and even 
wlien the hope of success expired, by the lapse of 
the period prescribed in one act of confess, tho 
United States opened the door of reconeiliatioB by 

*Sce the president's prodamatum of the 2d of Nov- 
ember, 1810. 
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anotlier not^ Mbich, io the year 1811, again pro- 
vided, that in case, at any time, << Great Britain 
should revoke or modify her edicts, as that they 
shall cease to violate the neutral commerce of the 
United States ^ the president of the United States 
should declare the fact by proelamation ; and 
that the restrictions previously imposed, should 
from the date of such proclamation, cease aod4>e 
discontinued,"* But unhappily, every appeal to 
the justice and magnanimity of Great Britap 
was now, as heretofore, fruitless and forlorn. 
She had at thfs epoch, impressed from the crews 
of Ameriean merchant Yessejs,peaceably navigating 
the high seas, not less than six thousand mariners. 
Who claimed to be citizens of the United States, 
s4nd who were denied all opportunity to' verify 
their claims. She had seized and confiscated the 
commercial property of American citizens, to an 
incalculable amount. She had united in the enor- 
imities of France, to declare a great portion of 
the terraqueous globe in a state of blockade ; 
chasing the American merchant flag effectually 
from the ocean. She had contemptuously disre- 
garded the neutrality of the American territory, 
and the jurisdiction <ff the American laiVs, within 
the waters of the United States. She was enjoy- 
ing the'^moluroents of a surreptitious trade,8tained 
with every species of frand and corruption, which 
gave to the belligerent powers, the advantages of 
peace, while the neutral powers were involved is 
the evils of war. She had, in short, usurped and 
exercised on the water, a tyranny similar to that 
which her great antagonist had usurped and ex- 
ercised upon thcland. And,amidstan these proofs 
of ambition and avarice, she demanded that the 
victims of her usurpations and her violence, should 

*3ee the a«t of congress, passed the 2d of March, 
1811. 
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verere her as the sole defender of the rights and 
liberlies of mankind. 

When, therefore. Great Britain, in manifest 
violation of her solemn promisesj^ refused to fol- 
low the example of France, by the repeal of her 
orders in couneil, the American governmerit was 
oooipelled to contemplate a resort to arms, as the 
only remaining course to be pursued for its hunoi*, 
its independence, and ils^ safety. Wl«atever de- 
pended upon'the United States themselves, tlio 
United States had performed for the ixrcservatiort 
«f peace, in resistance of the FieneJi decrees, as' 
weil as of the British orders. \V^at had beon^ re* 
quired from France/ in its relation to the neutral 
ebaracter of the United istates, France had per* 
formed, by the revocation of its Berlin and Milan 
decrees. But what depended upon Qreai Britain, 
for the purposes of justice, in the repeal of her or- 
ders in council, was withheld ; and new evasiojos 
were sought, when the old were exhausted. It 
was, at one time, alledged, that satisfactory proof 
was not afforded, tltat France bad repealed her 
decrees against the commerce of the United 
States ; as if such proof alone were wanting to 
ensure the performance of the British promise.^ 
At another time, it was insisted, that the repeal 
of the French decrees, in their operation against 
the United States, in order to authorise a demand 
for the performance of the Britfsh promise, must 
be total, applying equally to their internal and 
external effects ; as if the United States had ei- 
ther the right, or power, to impose upon France 
the law of her domestic institutions.! And it was, 
finally, insisted, in. a despatch from lord Castle- 
]!'eagh4o the British minister, residing at Washfog- 

*Stt ihc correspondence between Mr. Pinkney and 
the British government. 

fSee the letters of Mr. Erskine. 
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ton, in the year ±812, wliich Vf^s offieiaHy eomr^ 
nunioated to the American goyernmeDt, *^ that the 
^decrees of Berlin ami Milan must not only be re- 
pealed singly and specially^ in relation to the Uni^ 
ted States ^ but must be repealed, also, as to all 
other neutral nations ) and that in no less extent 
of a repeal of the French deerees^bad the British 
government ever pledged itself to repeal the er- 
tiers in eouneil ;"* as if it were ineumbent on the 
United States, not only to assert her own rights^ 
but to beeome the eoadjutor of the British gov- 
ernment in the gratuitous assertion of the rights 
of all other nations. 

The congress of the United States eould pause 
no longer. Vndvr a deep and afflicting sense of 
national vrrongs^and national rescRtments-— while 
they postponed definitive measures with respect te 
France, in the expectation that the result of un* 
closed diseussions, between the Ameriean minis- 
ter at Paris, and the Freneh government, would 
speedily enable them to decide, with greater ad- 
vantage, on the course due to the rights, the inter- 
ests, and the honor of the country ;t they pro- 
nounced a deliberate and solemn declaration of 
var, between Great Britain and the United States 
on the i8tb of June, 1813. 

But, it IS in the face of all the facts, which have 
been displayed, in the present narrative, that the 
prince regent, by his declaration of January ,1813, 
describes the United Slates as the aggressor in 
i he war. If the act of deelariiig war, constitutes, 
in all eases, the act of original aggression, the 
United Stales must submit to the seyerity of re- 

*Sce the correspondence between the secretary of 
state and Mr. Foster, the British minister, in June, 1812. 

tSee the president's message of the 1 st of June,l 812: 
and the report of the committee of foreigpi relations, to 
whom the message was referred. 
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proach : but if the act of declaring war may be 
nitre trulj considered, as (he resuil of long suf- 
fering, and necessary self-defenee, the AniericaQ 
government will. stand acquitted, in the sight of 
Heaven, and of the world. Have the United 
States, then, enslaved the subjects, confiscated the 
property, prostrated the commerce, insulted the 
flag, or violated the territorial sovereignty of 
Great Britain ? No ; but in all these respects the 
United States had suffered, for a long period of 
years, previously to the declaration of war, the 
contumely and outrage of the BiiHsh govern- 
ment. It has been said, too, as an aggravation 
of the imputed aggression, that the United 
States chose a period, for their declaration of 
war, when Great Britain was struggling for 
her own existence, against a power, which threat- 
ened to overthrow the independence of all Europe: 
but it might be more truly said, that the United 
States, not acting upon choice, but upon compul- 
sion, delayed the declaration of war, until t^e 
persecutions *of Great Bptain had rendered fur- 
ther delay dcstiiictive and disgracefuL Grrat 
Britain had converted the commercial seenegof- 
American opulenee and prosperity, into scenes of 
comparative poverty and distress ; she had brought 
the existence of the United States as an indepen- 
dent nation,. into question ; and, surely, it must 
have been indifferent to the United States, wheth- 
er they ceased to exist as an imiependent nation, 
by her conduct, while she professed friendship, or 
by her conduct, when she avowed enmity and re- 
venge. Nor is it true, that the existence of Great 
Britain was in danger, at t^o epoch of the declar- 
ation of war. The American^ government uni- 
formly entertained an opposite opinio^ ^ and, at 
all times, saw more to apprehend for the United 
States, from her niaratimo power, than from the 
territorial power of her enemy. The event has 
f2 
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justified (he opiDion, and the apprehensiom BnC 
ivhat the United States asked^ as essestial to their 
v^elfare, and even as benefieial to the allies of 
Great Britain, in the European war. Great Bri- 
tain, it is manifest, might have granted, without 
impairing the resources of her own strength, or 
the splendor of lier own sovereignty^ for her orders 
in council have been since revoked $ not, it is true, 
as the performance of her promise, to follow, in 
this respect, the example of France, since she 
finally rested tl>e obligation of that promise, upon 
the repeal of the Freneli decrees, as to all nations ; 
and the repeal was only as to the United States | 
nor as an act of national justice towards the Uni- 
ted States ; but, simply, as an actof domestic 
policy, for the special advantage of her own 
people. 

The British government has, also, described 
the war, as a war of aggrandizement and eon- 
quest, on the part of the United States : but, 
where is the foundation for the charge ? "While 
the American government employed every means 
to .dissuade the Indians, even those who lived 
within the temtory, and were supplied by the 
bounty of the United States, from taking any 
part in the war,* the proofs were irresista&le, 
that the enemy pursued a very different course jf 
and that every pi^eeaution would be necessary, to 
prevent the effects of an offensive alliance, be- 
tween the British troops and the savages, through- 
out the northern frontier of the United States.— 

♦See the proceedings of the councils, held with the 
Indians, during the expedition under brig. gen. Hull ; 
and the talk delivered by the president of l^e United 
States, to the Six Na^ns,at Washington, on the 8ttv 
April, 1813. 

tSee the documents laid brforc congress, on the 1 3th 
June^ 18 1|. 
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The military oeeupation of Upper Ciuiada vfus, 
therefore deemed iBdispensable to the safety of 
that frontier, in the earliest moyemeats of the 
war, independent of all tIom's of extending the 
territorial boundary of the United States. Butj 
vhen war was de<elared, in resentment for inju- 
ries, which had been suffered upon the Atlantic, 
what principle of publie law, what modiiieation of 
eivUlzcd warfare, imposed upon the United States 
the duty of abstaining from the invasion of the 
Canadas ? It was there alone, that the United 
States could place themselves upon equal footing 
of military force with Great Britain ; and it was 
there, that they might reasonably encourage the 
hope of being able, in the prosecution of a lawful 
retaliation, <^ to restrain the violence of the ene- 
my, and to retort upon him, the evils of his own 
injustice/' The proclamations issued by the A- 
merican commanders, on entering Upper Canada, 
have, however, been adduced, by the British ne- 
gociators at Ghent, as the proofs of a spirit of 
ambition and aggrandizement, on the part of their 
gorernment. In trnth, the proclamations were not 
only unauthorised and disapproved, but were in- 
fractions of the positive instructions, which had 
been given for the conduct of the war in Canada. 
"When the general, commanding the north western 
army of the United States, received, on the 24th 
of June, 1812, iiis £rst authority to commence 
offensive operations, he was especially told, ** he 
must not consider himself authorised to pledge 
the government to the* inhabitants of Canada, 
further than assurances of protection in their per- 
sons, property, and rights.'* And on the ensuing 
%%t of Augttst,it was emphatically declared to him, 
^< that it had become necessary, that he should 
not lose sight of the instructions of the 24th of 
June; a$ any pledge beyond tbat^ was incompatible 
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i?ith the views of the government/** Such was 
the nature of the charge of American auihition 
and aggrandizeuienti and sut*h the evidence to 
support it. 

The prince regent has, however, endeavored io 
add to those unfounded accusal ions^ a stigma^ at 
which the pride of the American governn»ent re- 
volts. Listening to the fabrieiifions of British 
enissaries | gathering scandals from the abuses 
of a free press ; and 'misled, perhaps^ hy the as- 
perities of a party, spirit, common to all free gov- 
ernments ; he affects to trace the origin of the 
war to ^^ a marked partiality, in palliating and as- 
sisting the aggressive tyranny of Frante; and to 
the prevalence of such councils, as associated the 
United States, in policy, with the government of 
that nation.''! The conduct of the American 
government is now open to every scrutiny ; and its 
vindication is inseparable from a knowledge of 
the facts. All the world must be sensible, indeedi 
that neither in the general policy of the late ruler 
of France, nor in his particular treatment of the 
United States, could there exist any political, or 
rational foundation, for the sympathies and asso- 
ciations, overt or clandestine, which have been 
rudely and unfairly suggested. It is equally ob- 
vious, that nothing short of the aggressive tyr- 
anny, exercised ^by Great Britain towards the 
United Stiites, could have counteracted and cbn- 
tfolled those tendencies to peace and amity, which 
derived their impulse from natural and social 
causes ; combining the affections and interests of 
the two nations. The American government, 

•See the letter from the secretary of the war depart- 
ment, to brig. ge«. Hull, dated the 34th of June, and 
the 1st of August, 1812. 

fSee the British declaratioii, of the totli of January, 
1813. 



AMERICAN EXPOSE. 6« 

faitlifal to (bat principle of publie laWf vhieh ac-* 
knowfedges the authority of all goverDinents es^ 
tabllsbed dtfaeU; and eoDforming its praetieet in 
this respectf to the example of Europe, has never 
eontestcd the validity of the governments suoees- 
sively established in Franoe ; nor refrained from 
that intercourse with either of them, nvhieb the 
just interests of the United States required. But 
the British cabinet is challenged to produce, from 
the recesses of its secret, or of its public arehivHt, 
a single instance of unworthy concessions, or of 
political alliance and combination, throughout the 
intercourse of the United States, with tbe revol'- 
utionary rulers of France. liVas it the influence of 
French councils, that induced the Ameriemi gov-* 
ernment to resist the pretentions of France, In 
1795, and to encounter her hostilities in 1798 I 
that led to the ratification of the British treaty 
in 1795 ; to the Brhisb negociation in 1805, pnd 
to the convention of the British minister in 1809 2 
that dictated the impartial overtures, whieh- were 
made to Great Britain, as well as to France^ 
during the whole period of the restrictive system \ 
that produced the determination to aroid making 
a^y treaty, even a treaty of eommeree, with 
France, until the outrage of the Rambouillet de« 
creewas repaired ?^ that sanctioned the repeated 
and urgent efforts of the American governmeBt* 
to put an end to the war, almost as soon as it Mas 
dcelared ? or that, finally, prompted tlie e^^licit 
eommunication, which, in pursuance of instruc- 
tions, was made by the American minister, at St. 
Vetersburgh, to the court of Russiaai..^9tating» 
'^ that the principal subjects of discussion, yj\A^\k 
had long been subsisting between the United 

''♦Sec the instructions from the secretary of state to 
Ibe American minister at PariS} dated the. S9th Max> 
1813. 
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States and France, remained unseJtthd^ tbat 
there ivas no laimediate pro^peet, th^t tbete • 
would be a satistkciory seftiement of tbem ; but 
that, whatever the eTent,io that respect, might be, 
it was not the intentioo of the goveratnent of the 
United States to «nter into anj jnorc iotimate con- 
nexions \Yith France 5 that the govcroment of the 
United States did not antieipate any event what- 
ever, that could produce that eftVct; and I hat the 
American minister was the more happy to find 
himself authorized by bis gtirvemment to avow 
this intention, as different representations of their 
views had been widely circulated, as well in Eu* 
rope, as in America."* Bat, while every act of 
the American government thus falsifies the charge 
of a subserviency to the policy of France, it may 
bo justly remarked, that of ail the governments, 
maintaining a necessary relation and intercourse 
with that nation, from the commencement to the 
recent termination of the revolutionary estaUish- 
ments, it has^ happened that the government of; 
the United States has least exhibited marks of 
eondesccnsion and coineession to the successive ru- 
lers. It is for Crreat Britain, more particularly 
as an accuser, to examine and explain the consist- 
ency of the reproaches, which she has uttered a- 
gainst the United States, with the course of her 
own conduct j with her repeated negociati^ns, 
during the republican, as well as during the impe- 
rial sway of Franee ; with her solicitude to make 
and propose treaties ; ^.with her interchange of 
commercial benefits, so irreconcilable to a state of 
war^ with the almost triumphant entry of a 
French ambassador into Jier capital, amidst tfao 
aeolamatious of the populace ; and vrith the pros- 

♦See Mr. Monroe's letter to Mr. Adams, dated the 
Ist of July, 1812 ; and Mr. Adams' letter to Mn Moa* 
roe, dated the 1 Ithof December, 1812, 
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eestioB) insiitoted by the orders of the king of 
Great Britain hiaiselF, in the iiighest court of 
criminal jurisdit'tion in his l^ingdoiOf to punish the 
printer of a gazette^ for publishing a libel on the 
conduct and character of the late ruler of France ! 
Whatever may be the source of these syroptomSf 
however they may indicate a subservient policy^ 
such symptoms, have -never occurred in the Unit- 
ed States, throughout the imperial government qf 
France, 

The conduct of the United States, from the 
moment of deelaringthe war, will serve, as well 
as their previous conduct, to rescue thorn from 
the unjust reproaches of Great Britain. When 
war' was declared, the orders in council had beea 
maintained, with inexorable hostility, until a thou- 
sand American vessels^ with their cargoes, had 
been seized and confiscated^ under their operatlop | 
the British minister at Washington had, with pe« 
collar solemnity, announced that the orders would 
not be repealed, but upon conditions, which the 
American government -bad not the rigjit, nor the 
power, to fulfil ; and the European war» which 
had raged, with little intermission for tVirenty 
years, threatened an kideflnite continuance* Un- 
der these eireomstanees, a repeal of th6; orders, 
and a cessation of the injuries, whioh they pro- 
duced, were events beyond all rational anticipa- 
tion. It appears, hcwever, that the orders, nn* 
der the influenee of a parliamentary enquiry into 
their eflTects upon the trade and manufactures of 
Great Britain, w^re provisionally repealed on the 
25d of June, 1812, a fe^ days subsequent to this 
Americaii declaration of war* If this repeal had 
been made known to the United States, before 
their resort to arms, the repeal would have arrest- 
ed it ; and th&t cause of war being removed, the 
other essential cause, the practice of impress- 
mentf would have hepn the subject of reuewed ne- 
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jgoeiation, under the auspicious inHueneeof a par- 
tialis jet important aet of reeeneiliation. But the 
declaration of war^ hating announced the prac- 
tice of impressment, as a principal cause, peace 
could only be the result of an express abandon- 
ment of the practice ; of a suspension of the 
practice for the purposes of negociation ; or of a 
cessation of actual sufferance, in consequence of 
|i pacification in Europe, ivhich would deprive 
Great Britain of every motive for continuing the 
practice. 

Hence, when early intimations were given, from 
Halifax and from Canada, of a dispositiony on the 
part of the local authorities, to enter into an ar^ 
mistice, the power of those authorities was so 
doubtful} the objects of the armistice were so lim- 
ited, aod the immediate advantages were so en- 
tirely on the side of the enemy, that the Ameri- 
can government could not, consistently' with its 
duty, embrace the propositions."* But some hope 
of an amicable adjustment was insjiired, when a 
communication was received, from admiral War- 
reUf in Septembery 1812, stating that he was com- 
manded by his government) to propose on the one 
hand << that the government of the Unitfd States 
should instantly, recall their letters of marque 
and reprisal against British ships, together with 
all orders and instructions for any acts of hostili^ 
ty whatever, ai^ainst the territories of his maj- 
esty, or the persons and property of his subjects ;** 
and to promise, on the other hand, if the Ame r«- 
icon government acquiesced in the preceding prop- 

•See letters from the department of rtatc to Mr. 
Russell, dated the 9th and 10th of August, 1 8 IS, and 
Mr. Graham's memorandum of a conve^'sation with 
Mr. Baker, the British sccretai7 of legation enclosed 
in the last letter. See also, Mr. Monroe's letter to Mr. 
Hisseil) dated the % 1st of Aug;ust^ 1 6 12. 
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^sitien^ that instriittions should be issised to the 
British squadrons^ to disoontiniie hostilities n- 
gainst the United States and their citizens. This 
.overture^ hoTveyer^ \vas subject to a further qnal- 
ifieation^ << that should the AmeriaaH governuient 
ateede to the proposal for terminating hostilities^ 
the British admiral Tvas authorised to arrange 
Tfith the Aneri#an government^ as to the revoca- 
tion of the lai¥89 \frhioh interdict the eommeree 
and ships of war of Great Britain from the har- 
bors and waters of the XJnited States ; but that 
in default of such revocation, within the reason- 
able period to be agreed upon, the orders in eoun- 
oil would be revived.*''*^ The American govern- 
ment, at onoe, expressed a disposition to embrace 
the general proposition for a oessation of hostil- 
ities, with a view to negooiation } declared that 
no peace eould be durable, unless the essential ob- 
ject of impressment was adjusted ; and offered as 
the basis of theadjustment^to prohibit the em- 
ployment of British subjects in tho naval or com- 
mereial service ef the United States j but adher- 
ing to its determination of obtaining a relief from 
actual snfierance, the suspension of the practice 
of impressment, pending the proposed armistice, 
was deemed a neeessary eonsequence ;. for.f< it 
eould not be presumed, while the parties were en- 
{^agedina negociatiou to adjust amicably this 
important diSerenoe, that the United States would 
admit the right, or acquiesce in the practice, of 
the opposite party ; or that Great Britain would 
be willing to restrain her eruizers from a prac- 
tice, which would have the strongest effect to de- 
feat the negociation.^'f So just, so reasonable, 

*Sco the letter of adaiiral Waqren to the secretary 
of state, dated at Halifax, the 20th of September, 1812. 

tSeethe letter of Mr. Monroe to admiral Warren, 
dated the ^7th of October, 1812, 
o 
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80 indispensable, a prelimiBary^ without whieb the 
citizens of the United States, navigating tho high 
seas, would not he plaeed, bj the armistice, on an 
equal footing with the subjects of Great Britain, 
admiral Warren was not authorised to accept ; 
and the effort at an amicable adjustment, through 
that channel, was necessarily abortive. 

But long after the overture of the British ad- 
miral was made (a few days, indeed, after the 
declaration of avar) the reltictanee with which 
the United States had resorted to arms, was man- 
ifested by the steps taken to arrest the progress 
of hostilities, and to hasten a restoration of pea6e. 
On the 26th of June, 1812, tlie American charge 
d'affaires, at London, was instructed to make the 
proposal of an armistice to the British govern- 
ment, which might lead to an adjustment of all 
differences, on the single condition^ in the event of 
the orders in council being repealed, that instruc- 
tions should be issued, suspending the practice of 
impressment during the armistice* This proposal 
was soon followed by another, admitting, instead 
of positive instructions, an informal understand- 
ing between the twagoverumenison the subject."* 
Both of these proposals were unhappily rejected.f 
And when a third, which seemed to have no plea 
for hesitation, as it required no other prelimina- 
ry, than that the American i^inister at London 
should .find in the British government, a sincere 
disposition to accommodate the difference, relative 
to impressment, on fair conditions, was evaded, 
it was obvious, that neither a desire of peace, nor 

s 

*See the letters from the secretary of state to Mr. 
Russell, dated the 26th of June, and the 27 th of Ju!y, 
1812. 

tSee the corrcspottdence between Mr. Russell and 
lord. Castlereagh, dated August and September, 1813. 
— and Mr. Russeirs letters to the secretary of state;, 
dated September, 1813. 
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H spirit of coneiliation^ influenced the councils of 
Grpat Biitain. 

Under these circumstances the American gor- 
emment had no choice, but to invigorate the war ; 
and yet it has never lost sight of Ihe object of all 
jiist wars, a just peace. The emperor .of Russia 
having offered his mediation to accomplish that 
object, it was instantly and cordially accepted by 
the American governmeiK *,^ but it was peremp- 
torily rejected by the British government. The 
emperor, in his benevolence, repeated his invita- 
tion ; the British government again rejected it. 
At last, however. Great Britain, sensible of the 
reproach, to which such conduct would expose her 
throughout Europe, offi^red to the American gov- 
ernment a direct negoeiation for peace, and the 
offer was promptly embraced ; with perfect con- 
fidence, that the British government would be 
equally prompt in giving effect toil^ own propo- 
sal. But such was not the design or the course of • 
"that government. The American envoys were 
immediately appointed, and arrived at Gotten- 
Imrgh, the destined scene of negoeiation, on the 
11th of April, 1814i, as soon as the season admit- 
ted. The British government, though regularly 
informed, that ne time would be lost, on the part 
of the United States, suspended the appointment 
of its envoys, until the actual arrival of the A- 
merioan envoys should be formally communicated. 
This pretension, however novel and inauspicious, 
was not permitted to obstruct the path to peace. 
The British government next proposed to transfer 
the negoeiation from Gottenburgh to Ghent. 
T^'his change, also, notwithstanding the neeedsary 
delay, was allowed. The American envoys arriv- 
-.ing at Ghent on the 24,th of June, remained in a 
mortifyingstate of suspense and expectation for 

♦See the GorrespoHde»ce between Mr, Monroe and Mr- 
Dascbkoff, in Mirch, 1813. I 
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the arrival of the British envoys until the 6th of 
August. And from the period of opening thejie* 
gociations^ to the date of the last despatch of the 
31st or^October^it has been seen that the wbelo' 
of the dipleroatie skill of the British government 
has consisted in eonsuming time^ witheut ap- 
proaching any conelusion. The pacification of 
Paris had suddenly and unexpectedly placed at the< 
disposal of the British government a great naval 
and military force f the pride and passions of the 
nation were artfully excited against the United 
States ^ and a war of desperate and barbarous 
character was planned, at the very moment that 
tho American government* finding its maritime 
citizens relieved by the course of events, front 
actual suflferance, under the practice of impress-, 
ment, had authorised its envoys to wave thos#> 
stipulations upon the subject, which might other- 
wise have beeif indispensable precautions. 

Klithertotbe American government ha^ shewn 
the justice of its cause ; its respett for the rights 
of other nations ; and its inherent love of peace* 
But the scenes of war will also exhibit a striking 
contrast, between the conduct of the "Onited 
States and the conduct of Great Britain. The 
same insidious policy which taught the Prince 
Regent to describe the American government as 
the aggressor in the war, has induced the British 
government (clouding the daylight truth of ^ the 
transaction) to call the atrocities of the British 
fleet and armies, a retaliation upon the example of 
the American troops in Canada. The United 
States tender a solemn appeal to the civilized 
world against the fabrication of such a charge ; 
and they vouch, in support of their appeal, the 
known morals^ habits and pursuits rf their peo- 
ple I the character of their civil and political in- 
stitutions ; and the whole career of their navy 
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And theip army^ as humane as it is brave. Upon 
i?hat pretext did the British admiral on the 18th 
of August, 1814, announee his determination^ 
<< to destroy and lay waste such towns and dis- 
tricts upon the coast as might be fj^uild assaila- 
ble ?''* It was the pretext of a request from the 
governor-general of the Canadas, for aid to carry 
into effect measures of retaliation | while, infaot^ 
the barbarous nature of the war had been delib- 
erately settled and prescribed by the British cab- 
inet. What could have been the foundation of 
such a request ? The outrages and the irregular* 
ities, which too often occur during a state of na- 
tional hostilities, in violation of the laws of civ- 
ilized warfare, are always to be lamented, disa- 
vowed, and repsired by a just and honorable gov- 
ernment *, but if disavowal be made, and if rep- 
aration be oflered, there is no foundation for re- 
taliatory violence. *' Whatever un^thoriscd ir- 
regularity may have l>een eommitted by any of 
the troops of the tJnited States, the American 
government has been ready^ upon principles of 
fiiact'ed and eternal obligation, to disavow, and as 
far as it might be practicable to ropair.'^f In .ev-i 
rry known instance (and they are few) the offend- 
. ers have been sij>jeeted to the regular investiga- 
tion of a military tribunal ; and an t^fScer^ com- 
manding a party of stragglers, who were guilty 
©r unworthy excesses, was immediately dismis- 
se«], without the form of a tpial, for not prevent- 
ing those excisscs. The destruction of the vil- 
lage of Newark, adjacent to Fort George, on the 
lOth of December, 1813, was long subsequent to 
the pillage and conflagration vcommitted on the 

*See admiral Cochrane's letter to Mr. Monroe, dated 
the ISth of August, 1814 ; and Mr. Monroe's answer of 
the 6th September, 1814. 

fSee the letter from the secretary at war to brigadier 
general M'Lnre, dated the 4thof October, 1810. 
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shores of the Chesapeake, throughout the sum- 
mer of the same year ; and might fairly have 
been alleged as a retaliatioa for those outrages; 
but, in fact, it i^as justited by the> American 
eommander, who ordered it, on the ground, that 
it became necessary to the military operations at 
that place ;* while the American gOTemmcnt, as 
soon as it heard of the act, on the 6th of January, 
1814, instructed th'!^ general commanding the 
northern army, << to disavow the conduct of the 
officer who committed it, and to transmit to gov- 
ernor Prevost, a copy of the order, under color 
of which that officer had acted/^f This disa- 
vowal was accordingly cemmunieated ; and on 
the 10th of February, 1814, governor Prevost 
answered, ** that it had been with great satisfae- 
tiooy he had received the assurance, that the per- 
petration of the burnini; of the town of Newark, 
was both Ananthorjsed by the American govern- 
ment, and abhorrent to every American feeling ; 
that if any outrages had ensued the wanton and 
unjustifiable destruction of Newark, passing the 
bounds of just retaliation, they were to be at- 
tributed to the influence ef irritated passions, on 
the part of the unfortunate sufierers by that 
event, which, in a state of active warfare^ it has 
not been possible altogether to restrain ; and that 
it was as little congenial to the dispoMtion of his 
majesty's government, as ii was to that of the gov- 
ernment of the United States, deliberately to a- 
dopt any policy, which had for iis object the de- 
vastation of private property .'^^ But the disa- 

*Gencral M'Lure's letters to the secretary at war, da- 
ted December 10 and 13, 1813. 

j-See the letter from the secrettiry at war to major- 
general Wilkinson, dated the 26th of Januaiy,l«14. 

tSee the Utter of major general Wilkmson to sir 
Geerge Prevost, dated the 28th of January, 1814 ; and 
the answer of sir Geo. Prevost on the 10th Peb. 1814, 
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TOwal ef the Airierican g«Ternmeiit was not the 
pnly expiation of the offence committed by its of- 
iioer ; for tho Brilish govfrnment assumed the 
province of redress in the Indulgence of its' own 
Tcngeance. A few days after the burning of 
Newark, the British and Indian troops crossed the 
Niagara for this purpose ; they surprised and 
seized Fort Niagara, and put its garrison to the 
sword ; they burnt the villages of Xicwiston, 
Manchester, Tuscarora,Baffalo and Black Bock ; 
slaughtering and abusing the unarmed inhabi-* 
tants ; until, in shert,^ they bad laid waste the 
whole of the Niagara frontier, levelling every 
house and every hut, and dispersing^ bej^ond the 
means ef shelter, in the extreinity of winter, the 
male and the female, the old and the young* Sir 
George Prevost himself appears to have been 
sated with the ruin and the havoc which had been 
thus inflicted. In his proclamation of the 12th 
of January, 1814, he emphatically declared, that 
for the burning ef Newark, « the opportunity of 
punishment had occured, and a full measure of 
retaliation had taken ^ place j" and <^ that it was 
not his intention to pursue further a system of 
warfare, so revolting to his own feelings, and so 
little congenial to the British character, unless 
the future measures of the enemy should compel 
him again to resort to it."^ Nay, with this an- 
swer to the American general, already mentioned^ 
he transmitted << a copy of that proclamation, as 
expressive of the determination, as to his future 
line of conduct ; and added, << that he was happy 
to learn, that there was no probability, that any 
measures on the part of the American govern- 
ment would oblige him to depart from it/'f 

♦See sir George Prevost*s firoclamation, dated at Que- 
bec, the 12th of January. 1814. 

f See the letter of sir George Prevost to general Wil- 
kinson, dated the 10th of February, ltl4 ; and the Brit- 
ish general orders, of the S3d of February, 1814. 
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"Wherei theii^ shall ^e search for the foundation , 
of the oall upon the British admiral, to aid the 
goTernor of Canada in measures of retaliation ? 
Great Britain forgot the principle of retaliation^ 
ivhen her orders in council were issued against 
the unoffending neutral, in resentment of outrages 
committed by l^er enemy ; and surely, she bad 
again forgotten the same principle, when she 
threatened an unceasing violation of the laws of 
civilized warfare, in retaliation for injuries which 
never existed, or which the American govern- 
ment explicitly disavowed, or which had been al- 
ready avenged by her own arms, in a manner and 
a degree cruel and unparalleled. The American 
government, after all, has uot hesitated to declare^ 
that ♦* for the reparation of injuries, of whatever 
natnre they may be, not sanctioned by the law of 
nations, which the military or naval force of ei- 
ther power might hav« committed against the 
other, it would always be ready to enter into re- 
ciprocal arrangements ; presuming that the Brit- 
ish government would neither expect nor propose 
any which were not reciprocal/- * 

It is now, however, pro|>er to examine the char- 
acter of the warfare, which Great Britain has 
waged against the United Slates. In Europe, it 
has already been marked, with astonishment aud 
indignation, as a warfare of the tomahawk, tlie 
^scalping knife and the torch ; as a warfare,incom- 
' patilile with the usages of civilized nations ; as a 
warfarcjthat.disclaimipg all moral iiifluenco,inflietvS 
an outrage upon social order,and gives a shock to the 
elements of humanity. All belligerent nations can 
form alliances with the savage, the African, and 
th^ blood-hound : hut what civilized nation has 
selected these auxiliaries i'n its hostilities ? Jt 
does not require the ilcels and armies />f Great 
Britain to lay waste an open country^ to burn 

*Sec Mr. Monroe's letter to admiral Cochratc, dhiti 
the 6th of Septttmber, 1«14. 
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unfortified towns, or unprotected villagea ) Bor to 
planderthe Hfiercbant^ the farmer, and the planter 
of his stores— these exploits^ may easily be a- 
chieved by a single cruiser, er a petty privateer ; 
but when hare such exploits been performed on 
the coasts of the eontinent of Europe, or of the 
British islands, by the naval and military force of 
any belligerent power ; or when have they been 
tolerated by any honorable government, as th# 
predatory enterprise of armed individuals? Nor, 
18 the destruction of the public, edifices, which a- 
dom the metropolis of a country, aod serve to 
coiKimemorate the taste and scieooe of the age^ 
beyond the sphere of action of the vilest incen- 
diary, as well as of the most triumphant conquer- 
or. It cannot be forgotten, indeed, that in the 
course of ten years past, the capitals of the prin- 
cipal powers of Evrope have been conquered, and 
occupied alternately, by the victori(^s armies of 
each other ;^ and yet there has been no instanee 
of a conflagration of the palaces, the temples or 
the halls of jastiee. No : such examples have 
proceeded from Great Britain alone: a nation so 
elevated in Its pride; so awful in its power; and 
so affected in its tenderness for the liberties of 
mankind ! The charge is severe ; but let the facts 
be adduced. 

1. Great Britain has violated the principles of 
social law, by insidious attempts to excite the cit- 
izens of the United States into acts of contuma* 
ey, treason, and revolt against their government. 
For instanee : 

No sooner had the American government im- 
posed the restrictive system upon its citizens, to 
escape from the rage and the depredation of the 
belligerent powers, than the British government, 
then professing amity towards the United States, 

f See Mr. Monroe's letter to admiral Cochrane, dated 
the 6th of Sept 1814. 
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issued an ordcr^ Mrhick was, ia effect, an invitatioit 
to the American citizens lo bleak the laws of 
their coantrj, under a public promise of British 
protection and patronage, << to all vessels which 
should engage in an iilicii trade, without bearing 
the customary ship^s documents and papers."^* 

Again : During a period of peace, between the 
United States and Great-Britain, in the jear 
1809, the governor general of the Canadas jem- 
ployed an agent f who had previously been engag- 
ed in a similar service, with the knowledge and 
approbation of the British cabinet) << on a seer^t 
and confidential mission," into the United States^ 
declaring, ^< that there was no doubt, that his a- 
ble execution, of such a mission, would give him 
a claim, not only on the governor general^ but oa 
his majesty's ministers/' — The object of the mis- 
sion was to ascertain, whether there existed a dis- 
nitioa on the part of the citizens, /< to bring a-' 
it a reparation of the eastern states from the 
general union ; and how far, in such an events 
they would look up to England for assistance, or 
be disposed to enter into a connection with her." * 
The agent was instructed ** to insinuate, tbat if 
any of the citizens should wish to ^.lev into a 
eommunicatioB with the British government, 
through the governor general, he was authorised 
to receive such eommunieation ; and that he 
would safely transmit it to the governor gene-, 
ral/'t He was accredited by a formal instruioeDt^ 
under the s^al and signature of the governor gen- 
eral^ to be produced, << if he saw good ground 
for expecting that the doing so might lead to 
a more confidential communication^ than he 

*Ste the iostruetioQS to the commanders of British ships 
of war and privatccr9, dated the 11th ef April, 1808. 

■fSee the letter of Mr. Ryland, the secretary of the 
goYcmor general, to Mr. Henry, dated th« 26tk of Jaa- 
Bary, 1809. 
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^ould otberwiselook for ;" and he waa furnish- 
td ^¥ith <^ a cypher for carrjing on the secret 
•orreepondenec.*'* The virtue and patriotism 
of the citizens of the United States were superi- 
or to t)te arts and corruption^ employed in this se- 
eret and confidential mission^ if it ever was dis- 
closed to any of them ; and the mission itself ter- 
minated^ as soon as the arrangement with Mr. 
Erskine was announeed.f But, in the act of re- 
calling the secret emissary, he was informed, 
^rthat the whole of his letters were transcribing 
to b^ sent home, where they eould j^ot fail of 
doing him great credit, and it was hoped they 
might eyentually contribute to his permanent ad- 
vantage.'':^ To endeavor to ^ealizo that hope, the 
emissary proceeded to London ; all the circum- 
stances of his mission were made known to the 
British minister ; his services were approved and 
acknowledged ^ and he was sent to Canada, for a 
reward ; with a recommendatory letter from lofd 
Liverpool to sir George 'Prevost, ^^ stating bis 
lordship's opinion of the ability and judgment 
which Mr. Henry had manifested on the occa- 
sions mentioned in his memorial, (his secret and 
confidential missions,) and of tlio benefit the pub- 
lic service must derive from his active employ- 
ment, in any public situation, in which sir George 
Prevost might think proper to place him.$ The 
world will judge upon these facts, and the rejec* 
tion of a parliamentary call, for the production 
of the papers relating to them, what credit Is 
due to the prince regent's assertion, << that Mr. 

*See the letter of sir James Craie, to Mr. Henry, dat- 
ed Feb. 6, 1809. 

fSee the same letter, and Mr. Rylasd's letter of the 
36cK of Janaary, 1809. 

tSee Mr. Ryland's letter, dated the 36th of June, 1809, 

§See the letter from lord Liverpool to sir George Pre* 
vo»t» dated the I6ih of S^pt 1811. 
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Heme's missios was undertaken) without tlic ao- 
tberitj or eyen knowledge of his majesty's gov- 
ernment.'' The first mission < was eertainly 
known to the British governnient^ at the time 
it occurred ; for the secretary of ^he goverBor 
general expr^'ssly states^ that the information and 
political observations^ heretofore receiTed from 
Mr. Henry 9 were transmitted by his oxeelleney 
to the secretary of state, who had expressed kis 
particular approbation of them f'^ the seeond 
mission was approved when it was known ; and 
it remains^or the British government to oxpIaiB^ 
upon any established prineiples of morality and 
justice, the essential difference between ordering 
the offensive aots to be done ^ and reaping the 
fruit of those acts, without either expressly, or 
tacitly, condemning them. 

Again : These hostile attempts upon the peace 
and union of the United States, preceding the 
declaration of war, have been followed by simi- 
lar machinations, subsequent to that event. The 
governor general of the Canadas has endeavored, 
occasionally, in his proclamations and general or- 
ders, to dissuade the inilitia of the United States, 
from the performance of the duty which they 
owed to their injured country i and the efforts, 
at Quebec and Halifax, to kindle the flame of civ- 
il war, have been as incessant, as they have been 
insidious and abortive, Way, the governor of the 
island of Barbadoes, totally forgetful of the 
boasted article of the British magna charta, iu 
favor of foreign merehants, found within the 
British dominions, upon the breaking out of hos- 
tilities, resolved that every American merchant, 
within his jurisdiction at the declaration of war, 
should at once, be treated as a prisoner of war ; 
because every citizen of the United States, ^as 

^Sec Mr. RyUnd's letter of the 26th of Jan. IW^. 
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learoHcpd in tbe militia | because the militia of 
the United States vere required to serve their 
^eouDtrj beyond the limits Of the state^ to iivhicb 
-tfcey particularly belonged ; and because the mi* 
Ikia of <« nU the statesy^vhiehhad aceeded to this 
measurejt. iryere^ in the view of sir George Bec]^- 
¥rit&9 acting as a Frencb oonscription/''**^ 

Again : Nor was this course of conduct, con- 
ika^d to tbe colonial authorities. On the ^6th of 
October, 1812, the Bnitish government issued an 
firder in council, authorizing the governors of the 
Britislf West India islands, to grant licenses to 
American vessels, for the importation and expor- 
tation of certain articles, enumerated in the or-* 
'der ; but in the instructions whieb aecompi^ietf 
4be order, it was expressly provided, that ** what- 
- ever importations were proposed to be made, 
from the United States of America, should ho by 
iieenses, confined to the ports of the eastern states 
exclusively, unl^ there was reason to suppose, 
that the object cu the order would not be fuifilledi 
if licenses were not granted,for importations froip 
the other ports of the IToited States/^f 

The president of the United States has not hes^ 
itated to plaee before the nation, with expressions 
ef a just indignation, *< the policy of Great Brit- 
ain thus proclaimed (o the world ; introducing in* 
to her modes of warfare, a system equally distin* 
^ished by the deformity of its features, and the 
tlepfavity of its character j and having for its 
ebject, to dissolve the ties of allegiance, and tlie 
sentiments of loyalty,io the adyerikary natipn ; ^n^ 

♦Sec the revoArkal^e stat^ paper wsued by gov. Bcck- 
with, at Barbadoes, on the isth of Nov. 1812. 

fSee the j^clamation of the gw. of Bermuda, of i&n 
14, 1814 ; aiMl the instraettons from the British secretary. 
fcr foreign affiurs, dated November 9, 1813. * 

H 
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to sedaee and separate its coDipenent parts^ the 
one from the othcr.":|: 

2. Great Britain has Tiolated the laws of hu- 
manity and honor^ by seeking alliances, in the 
prosecution of the war^ with savages^ pirates andl 
slaves. 

The British agency^ in exoiting the Indians., at 
all timesy to commit hostilities upon the frontier 
of the United States^ is too notorious^ to admit of 
a direct and general denial. It has sometimesy 
however^ been said, that such conduct was unaa* 
thorized by the British government ; and the 
prince regent, seizingthe single instance of an in- 
timation, alleged to be given, on the part of sir 
James Craig, governor of the Canadas, that an 
attack was meditated by the Indians, has affirmed* 
that^< the charge of exciting (he Indians to of- 
fensive measures against the United States, was 
void of foundatioi^ ; that before the war began, a 
policy the most opposite had been uniformly pur- 
sued ; and that proof of this was tendered by 
Mr. Foster to the American government.! But 
is it not known in Europe, as well as in America, 
that the British Northwest Company maintain a 
constant jotercourse of trade and council with 
tiie Indians; that tbeir interests are often in di- 
rect collision with the interests of the inhabitants 
of the United States, and that by means of the 
inimical dispositions, and the active agencies of 
the company, {seen, understood, and tacitly sanc- 
tioned by the local authorities of Canada) all tho 

^See the message from the president to congress, dated 
the 24th of February, 1813. 

fSeetheprkice regent's declaration of the lOth of 
January, 1813. 

See, al^o, Mr. Foster's letters to Mr. Menroe, dated 
the 2«thDec. 1811, and the rth and 8th June, 1812 ; knd 
Mr. Monroe's answer, dated the 9th of January, 1812; 
and the 10th of June, 1812 ; and the documents whick 
iiccompanled the correspondence. 
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^ils of an Indian war may be shed upon the U- 
nited States, without the authority of a formal 
order, emanating immediately from the British 
^ government ? Henee, the-Ameriean goYernment, 
* in an answer to the erasive protestations of the 
British minister, residing at Washington, frankly 
eommunieated the evidenee of British agency, 
whieh had l>een reeeived at different periods sinee 
the year 1807 ; and observed, *« that whatever 
may have been the disposition of the British gov- 
ernment, the conduet of its subordinate agents 
had tended to excite the hostility of the Indian 
tribes towards the United States ; and that in es- 
timating the comparative evidence on theAobjeet, 
it was impossible not to reeolleet the communi* 
cation lately made, respecting the conduct of Sir 
James Craig, in another important transaction 
(the employment of Mr. Henry, as an accredit- 
ed agent, to alienate and detach the citizens of a 
patticnlar section of the Union, from their gov- 
ernment)whicb,)tappeared9 was approved byTor4 
Liverpool.*'* 

The proof, however, that the British agents 
and military oflScers were guilty of the eharge 
thus exhibited, became conclnsive, when, subse- 
quent to the communication which was made to 
the British minister, the defeat and flight of gen- 
eral Proctor's army, on the of placed in 
the possession of the American commander, the 
correspondence and papers of the British officers. 
Selected from the documents which were obtained 
upon that occasion, the contents of a few letters 
will serve to characterize the whole of the mass. 
In these letters, written by Mr. M'Kee, the Brit- 
ish agent, to colonel England, the commander of 
the British troops, superscribed, << on his majes- 
ty's service," and dated during the months of Ju*^ 

•Sec Mr. Monroe's Ictlter to Mr. Foster, dated the lOth 
of June, 1812. 
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ly and Aogast, ±794t, the period ef goiieral 
ifajne's successful expediti^i against the Indians^ 
it appears that the soalps taken by the Indians, 
were sent te the British estahlishment at the rap- 
id)s ef the Miami ;* that the hostile operations 
of the Indians were eoneerted with the British 
agents and officers ^f that when certain tribes of 
Isdtans^^ haying completed the belts they carried 
with scalps and prisoners^ and being without pro- 
TisioDS) resolved on going home, it was lamented 
that his majesty's posts would derive no seenrity 
from the late great influx of Indians into thiul 
part of the country^ should they persist in tbeiv 
resolution of returning so soon ^'':^ that << ibo 
British agents were immediately I o bold a coon- 
eii at the Giaze^ in order to try tf they eoaM 
prevail with the Lake Indians t^ remain ; hut 
that without provisions and ammunitimi beiag 
sent to that plaee^ it was conceived to be extrcmo« 
ly difficult to keep them together ;"$ md that ^ 
•* colonel England was making great exertiotis 
to supply the Indians with provisioBs/'l) But 
the language of the correspondence becomes at 
length so plain and direct, that it seems impos- 
sible to avoid the conclusion of a governmental 
agency, on the part of Great Britain, in advisingt 
aiding, and conducting the Indian war,whilp she 
professed friendship and peace towards the U. 
States. << Scouts are sent, (says Mr. M'Kee 
to colonel England) to view the situation of the 
American army ; and we now muster one thousand 
Indians. All the Lake Indians, front Sugana 

* SecOie letter from Mr. M'Kec to colonel Eng- 
land, dated the 2d of Ju\y, 1794/ 

f See the letter from the same to the same, dated 
Iho^th of jTily, 1794. 

t See the same letter^ § See Uie sjaime letter. 

11 See tj>.e awie la^ir* .i: j .w» 
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do^nwards^ should net lose ooe moment iii join* 
ing Ibeir brethren, as every aeeession af strength 
is an addition to their spirits.''* And again : 
*< I bare been employed several days in endeavor- 
ing to fix the Indians^ ivho have been driven from 
their villages and cornfields^ b'etvreen the fort and 
the bay. Swan Creek is geiierally agreed upon^, 
and will be a very convenient place for the deliv- 
ery "of provisions^ &c."f Whether, under the 
Tarious proofs of the British agency, in exciting. 
Indian hostilities against the UniuJ Stu(c5» in -a 
time of peace, presented in the coui'bc ol' thu 
present narrative, the prince region t's ducJiii atjon, 
that, " before the war began, a poJi*^y the most' 
opposite had been uniformly pursuLd/' by Uic 
British government,:!: is to be a^^tribed to q nant 
of information, or a want of candor, the Anieri- 
ean government is not disposed, more particular- 
ly to investigate. 

But, independent of these causes of jMst com- . 
plaint, arising in a time of peace, it will be found, 
tisat when the war was declwred, the alliance of 
the British government with the Indians^, was 
avo^ved upon principles the most novel, produc- 
ing consequences the most dreadful. The sav- 
ages were brought into the war, upon the ordina^. 
ry footing of allies, without rega»:d to the inhuman, 
character of their warfare ; which neither spares. 
agcNorsex; and which is more desperate to-, 
wards the captive, at the stake, than towards the 
combatant in the field. It seemed to be a stipu-, 
lation of the eompact, between the allies, that 

* See the letter fr«m'Mr. M'Kee to colonel Eng- 
land, dated the 1 3th of August, 1794. 

f See the letter from the same to the same, dated the 
30th of August, 1794. 

:t:Secthe piince regent's declaration of the lOthof 
January, 1*13, 

b2 
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the British might imitate^but should not eoi^trol 
th« feroejty of the savagee. While the British 
troopa j^vhordy ^vithout eonrpttnetion, the toma- 
hawk and (he scalping knifc^ bramlish^x] agaiiist 
prisoner^* old men and children, and even against 
pregnant ^yomcif^ and while they exultingly ac- 
t5cpt the Moody scalps of the shmghtered Ameri- 
cans,*th^ Indian exploits in battle, are recounted 
and apphi^ded by the British general orders. 
Hank and^ istation are assigned to them, is the 
military ^lovements of the British army ; and 
the unhallowed league was ratified, with appro- 
priate emblems, by intertwining an Atnerlcaa 
scalp, with the dceoratiQDs of the mace, which 
the oon^&ander of the northern army of the U- 
nited States found in the legislative chamber of 
York, the capital of Upper Canada. 

In the single scene, that succeeded the battle of 
Frenchtown, near the river Baisin, where the A- 
merican troops were defeated by the allies, under 
the command of general Proctor, there will bo 
found concentrated^ upon indisputable proof, an 
illustration of the horfors of the warfare, whi^h 
Great !6ntain has pursued, and still pursues, in 
eo-operation with the savages of the south, as 
well as with the savages of the north. The A* 
merican army capitulated on the 22d January, 
1813: yet, after the faith of the British eom- 
siander had been pledged, in the terms of ^le ea« 
pitnlation ; and while the British ofiicei*s and sol- 
diers silently and exultingly contemplated the 
stene, some of the American prisoners of war 
were tomahawked, some were shot, and soino 
were burnt. Many of the unarmed inhabitants 
of the Michigan temtory were massaered ; their 
property was plundered, and their houses were, 

^See the letter f'rom the Ameucan {enetalilax^OB leu 
the British ^aeral Proctor. 
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destroyed."^ The dMd bodies of the mnngled A- 
merieans were exposed, uoburird^ to be devoured 
by dogs and swioe ; ^ beeause^ as the British of-' 
. ficers deelared, the Indians woutd not permit the 
iaterment ;''f and some of the Amerieans^ vih^ 
survived the carnage, had beoii extricated from ' 
danger, only by being purehased at a prioe as a 
part of the booty belonging to the Indians. But^ 
to complete thJs dreadful view of human deprav- 
ity and human wretchedness^ it is only neoesSa>y 
to add, that an American physiGian, who was dis- ^ 
patched with a fiag of trvee, to ascertain the sit- 
uiKion of his wounded brethren, and two persons, 
his companions, were intercepted by the Indians, 
in their humane mission $ the physician, after be- 
ing wounded, and one of his companions, were 
made prisoners; and the third person of the par- 
ty was killed4 

But; the savage, who had neVer known the re- 
straints of eivilized life, and the pirate, who had 
broken the bonds of society, were alike the ob-' 
jeets of British conciliation and alliance, fbr the 
pi|i'poses of an unparalleled warfare. A horde 
of pirates and outlaws had formed a eonfederaey 
and establishment on the island of Barrataria,' 
near the mouth of the river Missisippi. Will Eu- 
rope believe, that the commander of the British- 
forces, addressed the leader of the eonfederai^y/ 
from the neutral ten*itory of Pensaeol^, '< callings 
upon him^ with his brave^fbllowcrs, to enter into 

*See the report of the committee of house of represcn-^ 
tatives, on the Slst of July, ISIS ; aad the deposidons. 
and documents accompanying it. 

JSee the official report of Mr. Buker, the agent for the 
prisoners, to brigadier general Winchester, dated the* 
26th February, X813. , t 

:|:ln addition to this description of savage warfare nn- 
^r British auspices, see the facts contained in the cor- 
resp^dente between gen. HartisQ^ and f^en. Prummond,, 
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the service of Great BritaiDj in yfhieh be should 
have the rank of captain ; promising that lands 
shoHld be giren to them alJ^ in proportion to (heir 
respeelive ranks, on a peace taking place ; as- 
suring t^em, that their property should be guar- 
anteed, and their persons protected j and asking, 
in return, that they would cease all hostilities a- 
gainit Spain, or the allies of Great Britain, and 
place their ships and vessels under the BrNish 
epmmanding officer on that station, until the com- 
mander in chief's pleasure should be known, with 
a guarantee of their fair value at all events.'^* 
There wanted only to exemplify the debasement 
^of such an act, the occurrence, that the pirate 
should spurn the proffered alliance ; and, accor- 
dingly, Lafitte's answer was indignantly given, by 
a delivery of the letter, containing the British 
proposition, to the American governor of Louisi- 
ana. 

There were other sources, however, of support, 
which Great Britain was prompted by her ven- 
geance to employ, in opposition to the plainest 
dictates of her own colonial policy. The events 
which have extirpated or dispersed the white pop- 
ulation of St. Bomingo, are in the reeollection of 
all men. Although British humanity might not 
shrink, from the infliction of similar calamities 
upon the southern states of America, the danger 
of that course, either as an incitement to revolt, 
of the slaves of the British islands, or as a cause 
of retaliation, on the part of the United States, 
ought to have admonished her against its adop- 
tion. Yet, in a formal proclamation issued by 
the commander in chief of bis Britannic majesty's 
squadrons, upon the American station, the slaves 

♦See the letter addressed by Edward Nichols, lieuf. 
eolonel, commanding his BritaBnic majesty's force in the 
the Floridas, to Moosieur Lafite, or the commandant at 
Barrataria, dateA the dl9t»f August> 1814. 
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of UidcAmerioaii planter^ were invited to .join the 
Britisli standard, kt a covert phraseology^ that 
dfibrded but a slight veil for the real desigii.**-^* 
Thasy admiral Coehrane^ reetting, << that it had 
beea represented to him^ that manj persons now 
resident in the United States^ bad expressed a de- 
sire to withdraw therefrom, with a view to enter 
into his mqjestjf^s servieif or of being received ao 
Jft^ settlers into some of his majesty's colonies/' 
proclaimed, that <^ all those who might be dispos- 
ed to emigrate from the United States, weald be^ 
with their families, reeeived onboard of his maj- 
esty's sh^ps or vessels of war, or at the military 
posts that might be established upon or near tfa^ 
coast of the United States, when they would haevo 
their choice of either entoriag into his majesCy'ti 
se» or land forces, or of being sent as /r^^ seHUra 
to the British possessions in North America, or 
the West Indies, where they woold meet all due 
encouragement.'''^ But even the negroes seem^ 
In contempt or disgust, to have resisted the solid-' 
itaUoQ ; no rebellion or massacre ensued ; and 
the allegation, often repeated, that in relation to 
those who were seduced, or forced, from the ser- 
vice of their masters, instances have occcurred of 
some being afterwards transported to the British 
IVest India islands, and there sold into slavii^ry, 
for the l>enefit of the captors, remains without 
eontra<liction. So complicated an act of injustiecy 
would demand the reprobation of mankind. And 
let the .British government, which profess i^ just 
abhorrence of the African slave trade ; which en- 
deavors to impose, in that respeet, restraints np<« 
on the policy of France, Spain and Portugal ; an- 
swer, if it can, the solemn charge against their 
faith and their humaoity. 

*See admiral Gochrane's proclamation* dated at Bev- ' 
muda, the 2d*of April, 1«14. 
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3. Great BrUain has violated the lairs ofeivil- 
ized warfare^ by plundering private property ; bjr 
outraging female honor ; by burning unprotected 
eitiesi towns^ villages and houses ; and bj laying 
waste whole districts of an unresisting country. 

The menace and the practice of the British 
naval, and military force, " to destroy and lay 
waste such towns and districts upon the American 
coast, as might be found assailable,'^ have been 
executed upon the pretext of retaliation, for the 
wanton destruction committed by the American 
army in Upper Canada ;t but the fallacy of the 
pretext has already been exposed. It vi'ill be re- 
collected, however that the act of burning New- 
ark was instantaneously disavowed by the Amer- 
ican government ; that it occured in December, 
1813 — and that sir George Prevost himsalf ac- 
knowledged, on the 10th of February, 1814, that 
the measqre of retaliation for all previously im- 
puted misconduct of the American troops, was 
then full and complete.:|: Between the month ojT 
February, 1814, when that acknowledgement waft 
made, and the month of August, 1814, when the 
British admiral's deaunciaiion was issued, what 
are the outrages upon the part of the American 
troops in Canada, to justy a call for retaliation ^ 
No : it was the system, not the incident, of the 
war — and intelligence of the system had been re- 
ecived at Washington, from the American agents 
in Europe, with refeieneeto the operation, of ad- 
miral Warren upon the shoresH>f the Chesapeake, 
long before admiral Cochrane had succeeded to 
the eommandof the British fleet on the American 
station. 

fSee admiral Cockraae*s letter to Mr. Monroe, dated 
August 18, 1814. * 

iSee sir George PrcVost's letter to general Wilkinson, 
dated the lOth of February, 1814- 
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As an appropriate introdiietioii to the kind of 
war, ivhich Great Britain intended to Vfnge 
against the inhabitants of the United States, trans- 
actions occurred in England, under the arowed 
direction of the goYernment itself, that could not 
fail to wound the moral sense of every candid and 
generous spectator. AH the ofBeers and mariners 
of American merchant ships, who, having lost 
their vessels in other places, had gone to England 
on the way to America ; or who had been em-* 
ptoyed in British merchant ships, but were desir- 
ous of returning home, or who had been detained 
in consequence of the condemnation of their ves- 
sels under the British orders in council ; or who 
had arrived in England, through any of the other 
easualtties of the seafaring life ; were condemned 
to he treated as prisoners of war ; nay, some of 
them were actually impressed, while soliciting 
their passports ; although not one of their num- 
ber had been, in any way, engaged in hostilities 
against Great Britain ; although the American 
government had afforded every facility to the de- 
parture of the same class, as well as of every oth- 
er class, of British subjects, from the United 
States, for a reasonable period after the declara- 
tion of war.* But this act of injustice, for which 
even the pretext of retaliation has not boen ad- 
vanced, was accompanied by another still groatef 
•ruelty and oppression. The American seamen^ 
who had been enlisted or impressed, into the na- 
val service of Great Britain, were long retained, 
and many of them are yet retained, on board of 
British ships of war, where they are compelled to 
combat against their country and against their 

*See Mr. Beasley's correspondtnee with the British 
l^overnment, in October, November, and Dec. 1812. 

See, also, the act of congress, passed the 6th of July 
iei2. 
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friends : and erei when the Brki«]i g^ifmnm&xt 
tardilj^ adiI relietanily reeogaized the eitisenship 
«f impressed Ameneaos, to a numiier ejLceediog 
1000 at a single naval station) and dismissed tbem 
tr^m its service on tlie v?ater $ it vras enly to im- 
.TOure tbem aft prittooeri of war <»o the shere^-^ 
^Tbese uafortnnato persons, wbo had passed into 
{the power of the British goTeronent, by a viola- 
klon of their own rights and inoliaatioas, as well 
fiB of the rights of their eeiiatrj, and who eouli^on- 
]y be regarded as the qM»ls of unlawful violence, 
were, nevertheless, treated as the fmits of lawful 
war. Sueh Avas the indemnification, whiefa 6reat 
BritaWi offered for the wrongs, that she had In* 
flieted $ a»d sueh the reward, whioh she bestow*^ 
•ed, for the serviees that she had reeeived.f 

Nor has the spirit of British warikre been eon- 
fined to violations of the usages of civilized no> 
tions, in relation to the United States. The sys* 
iem of bloekade, by orders in eeunetl, Ims been 
i^vived ; and the American coast, from- M^iine to 
liOnisiana, has been declared by the pro^laniation 
of a Britisfa admiral, to be in a state of bloekade, 
^hieh every day^s observation proves to be, prae- 
tieally, ineffeetiud) and wfaieh, indeed, the whole 
of the British navy would be unable to enforce 
mod maintain.:): Neither the orders in eouncily 
aefcnowledged to be generally unlawful, and tie- 
elared to h^ merely retaliatory upon Franco ; nor 
•the Berlin and Milan decrees, which placed the 
British islands in a state of Uocbade, withent the 
force of a single squadron to maintain it $ were» 
in prinei]^e> more injurious to the rights of neu* 

fSec th« letter from Mr. Bessley> to Mr. M'Leay, da- 
ted the ISth of March. 1816. 

4^See the successive blockades aaaouaced by the Brit- 
ish goverixmenty and the successive naval conu^auders 
on the American station. 
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"tthir^lBiii^reeytlMin th'e ekiatiDi^ blo^^d oflho 
llnllml States. The revival* therefore, of <he 
^aCein, ivithout the retalinlor^ prcir xr, must de- 
inoiistrute to the vorld, n detcrminat'ida on the 
pfiiTt of Great Britain^ to acquire a couiincreiiil 
niohopolyf by every demoiistratioB of her »aval 
pover* The trade of the United Stateg Mit»h 
Kussia^ and with other northern powers, by 
whosegovernmeots na edicts^ violating neutral 
rights, had been issued, vr as out off by the opera- 
tion of the British orders in council of the year 
1807, as effestually as their trade with France 
and her allies, although the retaliatory principle 
was totally inapplicable to the case. And the 
blockade of the year 181i>, is an attempt lo de- 
stroy the trade of those nations, and indeed, of 
M the other nations of Europe, with the United 
States ; while Great Britain, herself, with the 
same policy and ardor, that marked her illicit 
trade with France, when France was her enemy, 
encourages a clandestine traffic between her sub- 
jecis and the American citizens, wherever her 
possessions come in contact with the territory of 
the United States. 

But approaching nearer to the scenes of plun- 
der and violence, of eruelty and conflagration^ 
which the British iiirarfare exhibits on the coasts 
of the United States, it must be again asked, 
what acts of the Anprlean government, of its 
ships of war, or of its armies, bad oecurred, or. 
were even alleged, as a pretext for the perp^r^- 
tion of this series of outrages ? It will not be as- 
serted, that they were sanctioned by tlie usages 
of modern war ; because the sense of all Europe 
weuld revolt at the assertion. It will not be sa^, 
that they were the unauthorized excesses of the 
British troops ; because scarcely an act of plun- 
der and viokuce, of cruelty and canflagration, 
has been committed, except in the immediate 
presence, under the positive orders, and with ^^^ 
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lie again iarinuatedy that thegr were pi>OTa|Led by 
the American example y beeause it has h««i 4fl^ 
inonsCratedy that all sneh isnaaalioiifr are witkf 
<y!tt eolor^ aactwitbiHit f^ee£. And, niler all^ dm 
dreadful and difl^eefal prcgfe«s of liie BiMth 
arms; will he traeed, as the dfect of thai animos- 
ity, arisiitg out of reeoUeetions eonneeted lAih 
the American revolution, which har already htcn 
notieed ; or, as the effect of that jiealousy, wMeli 
the eommercial enterprise, and natite resonrcetf^ 
cf the tfait^ States, are calculated to excite, iti 
th0 councils of a nation, aiming at universal ie^ 
mimen np^n the oeean^ 

In the month of ApriH i^3, the inhabitants ^f 
iNpiar hland, in the hay of Chesapeake, were 
pillaged i and the cattle, amd ether live stock ^ 
the farm^^rs, beyond what the enemy coidd re- 
lAote, were Wantonly feilkd.# 

In the sdnte month of April, the wtarf, the 
stwe, and the fishery^ at Frenchtown landing, 
Wer^ destroyed, and the private stores, and store 
Inmses^in the village of Frfenehtown, were bnrnt.+ 

In the same month of April, the enemy landiea 
repeatedly on Sharp's island, and made a general 
sweep of the stock> affecting, however, to pay fqr 
» part of it4 

On the sd day of May, 191S, the town of Ha- 
vre de Grace was pttli^d afd burnt, hy a foro0 
iknder the command nf admiral Goekbnm. The 
British officers, being admonished, ^ that with 
civilized nations nt war; private property fa;ld al- 
ways been rcspected,''^ hasttly replie*, <Mhat 
as the Americans wanted war, t)iey should now 
feel its eibets ; and that the town ghould be laid 

■ ' ' . - ' ■ ■ . - ■ * 

*See the depoaidoa of WHUam;9earl. 

iSeethe^lepositkniof Frisbf? Andersfm and Cofs^eiia^ 
Pennington. 

%^^ Jacob Gibson's dejpositiom 
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4ii ' tfflicis:** Tbef hrokh the windows ^ the ehiurth % 
ttby {>iirIoiii«dthe hofOMs c^ the fomhttre ; thef 8lri|9^- 
^Md wottien ctnd children of their clothes ; aM when 
•tfn QftforCMnate femide complained, tlmt she eouldiM^ 
lecve horhMisewkb her tittle children^ she wasnu- 
JseHngly teid, ^^ th$x her bouse shoukl he burnt wiUi 
iMffself.and children in it"* 

Oa the 6th of May/ 1813, Fredericktown and 
Oeoi^getown, sitnated on Sassafras river, in the state qf 
Maryiaod, were pillaged and burnt, and the adjaceT^ 
qoontry was laid waste, by a force under the command 
of admiral Cockbnm ; and the oHicers were the mo^ 
ac6ve on the occasien.f 

Ontheff2dof June, 1813, the B^sh forces made an 

a ttack en Craney Island, with a view te take possessiicm 

«f iVerfoHt, which the commanding olBeen had prom- 

iMd ]» ease of success, to give up to the phmdeir of 

4he t P(kf^4 Tfd British were repuhed; but enraged 

^ didfeat anddisappmntment, their course was direcled 

to Hampton, which they entered on the of June. 

The licene, that ensued, exceeds all power of descrip- 

tiien ; and a detcdl of fads would be offensave to the JTeel- 

ihgt of decorum, as well as of humanity. " A defence- 

^less and unresisdng town was given up to indiscrimi- 

' imte pillage ; though civiliised war tolerates this only, 

as^o fortified places cfirriedbv assault, and after sum- 

n\ons. Individuals, male and female, were stripped 

nsiktd ; a sick man, was stabbed twice in the hospital ; 

another sick man was shot in his bed, in the arms of 

his wife, Who was also wounded, long after the retreat 

^of the AmericiHi troops ; and femal^ the married and 

^esiaglB, suffered Uie ex^vmity of persotial abtise 

item the troops of the enemy, and from the infatuated 

. ' ^se the dei^itlonof William T, Kilpatrick. James 

Wood, Rosanna Moore and R. Mansfield. ' 
. fSce the depositions of John StaVcly, Wtfllain Spencer, 
^l«i!)hiia Wvird^' latnes Seanlan, Riehard Bamaby, F. B, 

Chandlear, Jonathan Greenwood, John Allen, T. Robert- 

S01U M. N. Gannon^ and J. T. Ve^sey. 
^'J-'pM ^ft;.T«ylor*s letter to the secretary at war, dated 

IheSdef July, 1813. 
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n^rees;^ at t\mv iDaj^alioii."^ Tiie fuct that thefte a^*- ri 
troeities wece committed) the- commander of^. the Biii* -^ 
isb fle^ admii'al Watreiiyand the comma&def of: the 
Ddlish troops, sir Sidnej Beckmth^ admitted ividioo^ i 
he6itation,t but they resofted» at on otheroecaaioiis^ I 
to the unavailing pretext of a justifiaWe retaliatiflB. It 
wassaid, by the Bilush genei*al, « that the excesses mt 
Hampton w#re^ occasioned by anoccurrence^at thcTc- . ' 
cent attempt upon Craney Island, ^iiAien the Britisii 
troops in a barge, sunk by thje American gnus, clung to 
the wreck of the boat ; but several Americans waded i 
off from the Is)and> fired upwi and shot these men,*' 
The truth of the assertion was denied ; the act, if it 
ha4 been pei'petrat^d by the American troops, was 
promptly disavowed by th^ ccrniniander ; and a board 
of of&cers app<»nted to investigate the facts, after stat* 
ing the evidence, reported ^< aii unbiased ^inipn# /thaj^ 
the, change against the American troops was unsup^ 
ported y and that the cliaracter of the American sol* . 
diery for humanity andmagnanimity, had not been com.- 
nutted, but on tha contrary confinmed.''^: The resiilt 
of the enquiry was communicated to the British geift'r 
eral ; reparatioa was demanded ; but it was sopn per- 
cei-j^ed ; that whatever might personally be the liberal 
dispositions of that o£&cer, no adecfUate re^.aration could 

♦Sec the letters from general Taylor to admiral War- 
ren, dated the 29th of Janc^ 1813. to gen. sir Sidney Beck- 
•witb, elated the 4th and 5th of July, 1S13 ; to the secre- 
tary of war, dated the 2d of July, 1813 ; and to captain 
My irs, 6f the last date. 

See, also, the letter from major Crutchficld, to govern- 
or Barbour; dated the 30th ef June,t«i3 ; thelettei-s from* 
capt. Cooper to lieiitenaHt governor Mallory, dated m 
Jaly, 1813 ; the report of Mes^s. Griffin and Hvely, to i 
u) ij-.r Crotchfield, dated the 4th of Jaly, 1613 ; and coU 
Parker'ij pwblkation in the Enquirer. 

jSee admiral Warren's letter to gen. Taylor, dated the - 
29tti of June, 1813 ; sir Sidney Beckwith's letter to gen. 
Taylor, dated the same day ; and the report of captaia 
Meyrs to gen. Tuylor, of July, 2d 1313. 

^See the report ©f the proceedings of the board of . offi- 
cers, appointed by the general order> of the 1st of July, 
1813. . ' -^ 



• 
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and aadisttoaed bf hk goreriunent.* 

Ehmng the perM of tiiese tranutctkoiBi thd tiK 
laget^ Lewtttovni, near the capes of the Delaware, in^*' 
hawed cim&f by fi^etmen aiui pilots^ atxi the viUa^e 
of^oi^gtoiiy aeatted upon the shares ef Coimccticttt, 
were uosueceasfutly bombarded* Armed parties^ led 
by' officers of rank) iaiided daily from the Brilssh sq\iad- ' 
rooi tm^ing predaiory kcursions ioto ^e opto coun- 
try; rifiing^askd buriUDg the houseft and cottage^ of 
peiiccal^e and retired femilies, pillagii^ the produce of 
the planter wad the farmer ; (their tobacco^ their grain, ^ 
and their cattle ;) cofnmttting yiolence on the persons 
of the unprotected inhabitants ; seiaing upon BlaVe% 
whisrcYer tViey coitid be found, as booty of war 9 and - 
breaking op^ tbt coffina of the dead, in search of plun- - 
der^ or connimitling robbery on the ahars of a chnreh, 
at Chaptic(^ St. Inigoes, and TappahaaiDeck> with a - 
aacrilegioas race. ^ 

But 4he consamination of British outrage^ yc^ re- 
mains to be stated, fretA^ tlie awful and imperishable 
memorial of the oapital at Wai^ihig^m.it has been already 
obsenred, that the maasacre of the An^ncan prisoneni 
at the liver Raisin, occurred in January, iai3 ; that 
throughout the same year, the desolating warfare of 
Great Srits^t without once alledging a retaliatory t%» 
cuse, made the shores of the Chesapeake, and of its 
tributary rivers, a general scene of ruin ahd distress ; 
and that in the munth of February, 1 8 1^» sir Qeorge 
Frevost himself, acknowledged, that the measures of : 
retaliation, for the unaudiorised burning of Newark, 
in I>eo^n^er, l»l d, «nA for all tha ejice^es^ which had 
beeii imptited to the Americsm army, was^ at i^iat time, 
fali and complete. The United States, indeed, re- 
gar^g what Was due to their t>wn charactei^, rather 
than what was due to the conduct 6f tiieir enetny, had 
forborne to authorise a just retribudon ; and even dis- 
dained to place the destruction of jfew^rk to retaliato* 

♦Sfe gen. Taylor^s letter to Ar ^dney Beckwith. dated 
the sch ef I^ly^ M5 ; and tke axtaWet ef ake, M^w- 

12 
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fyacc<nmt,'ibr)iiegolieValp^^ and cosiflagrittew 
which had been previously perpetrated. It was irot 
without astonishment, therefore, that after morethah a 
year of patient suffering, they heard it announced in 
August, 1814, that the towns and districts mpcni tlicir 
coast, were to be destroyed and laid waat«, in revenge 
for tlie unspecified and unknown acts of destruction, 
which wer« charged against the American troops ii> 
Upper Canada. The letter of admiral Cochrane- wa* 
dated on the 1 8th, but it was not received until the aist 
of August, 1814. In the intermediate time, the enenr^y 
debarked a body of about five or six thousand. troops 
at Benedict, on the Patuxent, and by a sudden and 
steady march through Bladensburg, approached the 
city of Washington. This city has been selected for 
the seat of the American government; but the num- 
ber of its houses does not exceed nine hundred^ spread 
.«iver an extenaive^scite ; the whole number of its in*^ 
habitants does net exceed eight thousand ; and the ad-^ 
jacent country is thinly populated. Although the ne- 
cessary precautions had been ordered, to assemble the. 
militia for the defence of the city, a variety of causes- 
i:ombinedto render the defence unsuccessful ; and the 
enemy took possession of Washington on the evening 
oi the 24th of Augustj 1814. The commanders of the 
British for<:e held at that time admiral Cochrane's des- 
olating order, although it was then unknown to the gov- 
ernment and people of the United States ; but con- 
scious of the danger of so distant a separation of the 
British fleet, and desirous, by every plausible itt*tifice> 
to deter the citizens from flying ta arms against the in- 
vaders, they disavowed all design of injuring private 
persons aiid pn^erty, and gave assurances o£ protec-^ 
tion, whCi'ever there was 'submission. Gcaier^ Ross 
and admiral Cockbum then proceeded in person to di- 
rect and superintend the business of confiagration ; in 
a place, wMch bad yielded to, their arms, which was 
unfortified, and by which no hostility was threatened^ 
They set fire t& the capitel, within whose walls were 
contained the halls of the congress of the United 
States, the hall of their highest tidbuhai for tlie Ad- 
nimstratioD of justice^ the archives of the legistetxu^si 
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fi«Qd^keMtiOnaltibrary* They set fire to the edifkie, 
» which the UoHed States had erected for the residence 
.> of their chief magistrate. And they set fire to the 
costly and extensive boiiding, erected for the accom- 
^;modatioQ of the principal officers of the govermncnt, 
.in the transaction of the public business. These mag* 
^ nificent monuments of the progress of the arts, which 
Amecica had borrowed fi*om her parent Europe^ with 
, Jill the testimonials of taste and literature which they 
contained, were on the memorable night of the 14th of 
August, consigned to the fiames, while British officers 
of mgh rank and command, united with their troops in 
riotous carousal, by the light of the burning pile. 
- But the character of the incendiary had so entirely 
. StUperseded the character of the spldier on this unpar- 
alleled expedition, that a great portion of Uie munitions 
of war, which had not been consumed, when the navy 
yard was ordered to be destroyed upon the approach of 
the Britbh troops,, were left untouched, and an exten- 
sive foundery of cannon, adjoining tlie city of Washing- 
ton, was left uninjured ; When, in the night of the 35th 
of August, the army suddenly decamped, and returning,, 
with evident marks of precipitation and alarm, to their 
ships, left the interment of their dead, and the care' of 
their, wounded, to the enemy ; whom they had thus in- 
jured and insulted, in violation of the laws of civilized 
war. 

The counterpart of the scene exhibited by the Brit- 
ish aripy, was next exhibited by the British navy. 
Soon after the midnight flight of general Rosi from 
Washington, a squadron of British ships of war as- 
cended on the Potomac, and reached the town of Ai- 
e^iandria on the srth of August, 18U. The magis- 
trates, presuming that the general destruction of the 
town was intended, asked on what terms it might be 
saved. The naval commander declared, that the only 
condkions in his power to offer, were such as required 
not only a surrender of all naval and ordnance stores, 
(public and private) but of all the shipping ; and of aril 
merchandize in the city, as well as such as had bee» 
T^moveA since the 19th of August." The conditions, 
tbei?efore|^ amounted to the enim pkmder of AUxan* 
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dri«9 an uDfortified and KnireBistiag' towii^ Ia 4ntier 19 . 
saVe the buildings from dectruGtioni The capitular 
M09 was made ; and the enemy b<Mre aws^ th^ fruits:. 
of hispredat(»ry enterprise, in trif«iiin^hv 

But even yrbaie this narrative is pasi^g from thi^s 
pres^ a new retaliatory pretext has^ been ibnsiedy to 
cover the disgrace of the scene, wbiah waa transacted. 
at Washington. In the addresis of the govemor in. 
chief to the provincial p«irlianient of CafMdat on th^ 
34th of January^ fl815, Ik is asserted, in ambiguous 
language, ^* that, as a just retribuliont the proud c|pi^ 
toi at Washington, has experieneed a nmHar ikte to 
that inflicted by an American fwce <m the 4eat af gent* 
ernment in Uppev Canada.'' The town of Vork, in Up- 
per Canada, was \2kta by the Amercan army nndet the 
comma^ (rf^^ general Dearborn, on the %7\\i of April,' 
];ai3>*' and it was evacuated on the succeeding Ist of 
May ; although it was aigain Tinted for a dc^, by an . 
An)^iean squadron^ under the command of eommo^ • 
dope Chauncey, on the 4th oi Angai^f At the tme of 
the capture* the enemy on Ms retreaj^ set fire to his? 
magazine, and the injury produced by the explosion 
waa gre^ and extensive ; but neither then or on the 
visi^ofcommodoreCheuncey, wias any ediltde, w^ich 
had been ereeted for civil uws, dcscroyed by the . au- 
theltity of the mij^aff or naval commander ;> and the 
destruetion of such edifices, by any partTof their ^pce^ 
tvoQld have been a diifeet viola;don of the positive or^ 
derswb&chthey had issued. On both oceassiwis»' in* 
deedr the publk: 8«ore» of the enemy i^eire authorised to 
be seized, and hia publk sttore^houses tobie bumt ; but 
it is known that pvivate pei^sons, houses and proper^, 
were left nniajured. I^ Ihereibre, «k George Frevost 
dieems such act& i^<eted on << tlve seat of govemmen^ 
in Upper Canada'^ similar to the aet»- winch we^0 per* 
pirated at Washington, he haa yet to perform the 
task of tracing iftie Seature^of' simy^ky ^ since, ac 

• See thk letters frcrtn general Dearborn to the secwt* ? 
tary of war, dated the S7^ and lath of April, 1$13» 

ii^ee the letter fronts commodore Chaaticey to thn^ see^* 
reis^^ottteiiaMs^daitedkUko^M^ef AttCMs^ 1S\Z. 
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WdifiiittgtOh the pttbUc edtfiteg which had been erected 
for dvil uses, vere alone destroyed^ while the muni- 
tiontf of war, and the foondaries of cannon, rcmamed 
untouched. 

If> howiCTery it be meant to affirm, that the public ed-- 
ifices^ occupied by the legislature, by the chief mag^is^- 
tratej by the courts of justice, and by the civil func- 
tionaries of the prorince of Upper Canada, with the 
prorincial library, were destroyed by the American 
force, it is an occurrence which has neyer before been 
. presented to the view of the Anvrican goveinmenl by 
its own officers, as^ a matter of information ; nor by any 
of the military or civil authorities of Canada as mat- 
ters of complcdnt ; it is an occurrence which no Amer- 
ican commander had in any degree authorised or ap- 
proved; and it is an occurrence which the American 
government would have censured and repaired widi 
equal promptitude and liberality. • 

But a tale told thus out of diate, for a special pur^ 
pese, cannot command the confidence of the intelligent 
^nd the candid auditor ; for, even if the fa^t of con- 
flagratkm be true, suspicion must attend the cause for 
so long a concealment, with motives se strong for an 
immediate disclosure. When sir George Prevbst, in 
February, 1814, ackno^wledged, that the measure of re- 
taliation was full and complete, for all the precedhlg 
misconduct imputed to the American troops, was he 
not apprised of every fact, which had occurred at York> 
the capiul of Upper Canada, in the months of April 
and August, 18*13 ? Yet, neither then, nor at any ante- 
cedent period, nor until the 24th January, 1815, was 
the slightest intimation given of the retaliatory pretext, 
which is now offci^d. When the admirals Warrew 
and Cochrane were employed in pillaging and burning 
the villages on the shores of the Chesapeake, were not 
all the retaliatory pretexts for the barbarous warfai-e 
known t« those commanders? Ami yet, " the fate in- 
flicted by an American force on the seat of government 
in Upper Canada," was never suggested in justification 
or excuse ; and, finally, when the expedient was form- 
ed, in August* 18 1 4, for the destruction of the public 
edifices at Washington, was not the « similar faVt 
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iv^ich hiid been inflicted by an American force eii ui^; 
sent of government in Upper Ganftda,** known to a^^, 
miral'Cochraiie) as well as to sir George Prevost, who 
called upon the admiral (it is. alledged) to parry into 
effect, measures of retaliation, against th^ inh^bitaQ|^ 
of the United/States ? — And yet, bith the cajl and com- 
pliance^are feunded (not npen.the destruction of the 
public edifices at Xork, but) upon the wanton destriic* 
don committed by the American army in Upper Caiv' 
ada, upon the inhabitants of the province, for whonft 
alone reparation was demanded. 

An obscurity, then, dwells upon the fact alleged by 
SH* George Prevost, which has not been dissipated by 
enquiry. AVhetheif apy pnWic edifite was improper^ 
}y destroyed at York, or at what period the injury 
iwras done, if done at all, and by what hand it was in*- 
filleted, are points that ought to have been stated, whei| 
the charge was made ; surely it is enough, on the part 
of the American govemitient to repeat, that the fact al- 
ledged was never bef{>re brotight to its knowledge, foir 
investigation, disavowal^ or reparation. l*he silence 
ef tbewjilitat'y and civil dfl&ceps of tl>e provincial goy* 
e^nment of Canada, indicates, too, a sense of shame, o^ 
ionviction of tiae injustice of the present reproach. 1% 
is known, that there could have been no ^ihet public 
edifice for civil uses destroyed in Upper Canackt, than 
tSie house of the provincial legislature, a building of ?w^ 
fettle cost and ornament, as hardly to merit considcra| 
^n ; atid ccrtaiTily affbrdk^g neithei' parallel nor apei* 
0gy, for the tonftag ration of the splendid structui^Si 
which adorned the metropolis of the United' Statjes. ' 

if, botf ever, that house was indeed destroyed, tnay 
iH toot have been an accide^ital conseqiaence of the con- 
ftision, in which the explosion of tlie magazine kitotv^ 
ed the town I Or, perhaps it was' hastily perpetrated 
fcy some of the enraged troops in the moment of Wy 
gttish, for the loss of a beloved commawdep, an A thfcif 
cbmpani(»ts, Who had been killed by that expfefsioiiS 
kindled as it was by a defeated' enemy, tor the ^ad^Sn* 
iry and unavailing purpose : Or, in fine, spmie aruo^^-' 
ing individual, remembering the slaughter of his bVetn^ 
*e« at the riverHaisih, and exasperated by the* i^tii- 
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ck^of ft IhMiiMi sk:9^^ mt p m dtd in the IegUtoti?e 
€ltftmW| oret the seat of the %p9$ik»tf m^tin ihopar* 
oxi«nitf his vengesmoe, have applied, unewtherisedi 
^unseen, the torch of ven|^eance and destruction^ 
^MaAf other iagrant lAstancei of British 'nolence 
^llsge, aoil conQagration, in defiance of the lairs of 
ctrilizbd hostilities^ might be added to the cat^ogne, 
trhich has been exhihited ; the enumeration '^fould be 
-siiperflitoas, and it is time tto close to painful an e«* 
position of the causes and chataclerof ^e war. The 
expositioti had become liecessaiy to i^pel amd refute 
the charges of the prince rcgentj when, by his declara- 
tion of January, 181 a, he tihiustly states the United 
States to be thp aggressors in the war ; and insulting- 
ly ascribes the conduct of the American government, 
to the influence of French councils. It vas also ne« 
cessary to vindicate the course of the United States, io 
the prosecution of the war ; and. to expose to the vievf 
of the world the system of hostilities, which the Brit- 
ish government has pursued. Having acsomplished 
these purposes, the American government recurs,with 
pleasure^ to a contemplation ofits early and continued 
effbrts for the restoration of peace. Notwithstanding 
the pressure of the recent wrongs, and the unfriendly 
and illil)eral dispesitioni which Great Britain has, at all 
times, manifested towards them, the United States 
^ave never indulged sentiments incompatible with the 
reciprocity of good will, and an intercourse of mutual 
benefit and advantage.-^They cao never repine, at see- 
ing the British nation great, prosperous, and happy, 
aaf^ in its maritime rights, ^nd powerful in its means of 
maintaining them ; but, at the same time, they can ne- 
ver cease to desire, that the councils of Great Britain 
should be guided by justice, and a respect for the equal 
lights of ether nations. Her maritime power may extend 
to all the legitimate objects of her sovereignty, and 
tier commerce, without endangering the independence 
and peace of every other government A Usdance of 
^ow<^r) in this respect, is as necessary on the ocean, as 
on the land ; and the control that it gives to the nations 
of the world, over the actions of each other, is as salu- 
tary in its opcn^pn to the individual governmentf which 
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^ feels it, M to all tbe goTernmentsy hy whidi, mi thi 
j«9t principles of mutual s^ippoit and defence, it miy 
l^ exercised, i On fair, and equal, and honorable tcmis, 
therefore, peace is at the choice of Great Britain j ]ii|t, 
if she sUll determine upon war, the United States* re- 
posing upon the justness of their cause ; upon the pi- 
tiiotism of their ciUzens ; upon the distinguished val9r 
of their land and naval ferces ; and above ail, upon tlie 
dispensations of a beneficent Providence ; are ready to 
maintain the contest, for the preservation of the nation- 
al independence, with the same energy and fortitude 
w^ch were displayed in acquiring it. 
: tVaMngtOTiyJ^ebruary^ lOflBlS. 
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